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pot held to the common law usages, which are 
binding on bankers and nobody else—as long as I 
go not profess myself to be a banker, al! the courts 
of justice in the world will not treat me as such; 
wil] pot exact the common customs of a bank, 
the three days of grace, for example.) and 
will not allow me the privileges of one. So 
inwas (Mr. W. went on to say) with the Gov- 
emment. The Government had to deal with all— 
poore:t, as well as the richest. It was no 
banker; but still, as a private individual must do, 
it bad to collect money to pay its debts, to keep 
money, and disburse money. So long as it was 
exercising the powers vested in it by the Constitu- 
tion over the finances and the currency, it was no 
bank; but the moment it stepped beyond the power 
of the Constitution—beyond the power of the cur- 
reney, the power to lay and collect taxes, the 
power to create a circulating medium in such 
form that the collections and disbursements of 
the Government might be safely made,—~he mo- 
ment it transcended that power, collaterally or di- 
rectly, incidentally or positively, and performed 
the business of discount and exchange, dealing in 
money for the sake of profit alone,—then, and rot 
till then, it was a bank. The proposition, then, 
with which he met the argument of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, was, that the mere custody and 
control of the public money would not constitute a 
bank. If it did, then the gentleman could not 
ecape. Woyld he maintain the proposition 
that they were obliged to create a joint-stock 
company, or obliged to create a bank? One 
or the othe:: let the gentleman take that position. 
Yes, let him take that p: sition, that there must 
either be an incorporation of private individuals, 
which would not be a Government bank, or an in- 
stitution of the Government; and what did he 
arrive at then? And what was the difference be- 
tween a Government bank and a national bank, 
incommon parlance? A Government bank was 
for the purpose of the collection, safekeeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public money for 
public purposes, and to regulate the circulating 
medium, so as to make taxes uniform, and both the 
people and the Government safe. And what was 
the difference between such a bank and a national 
bank? The first difference was a constitutiona! dif- 
ference. The next was, that the Government bank 
was for Government purposes alone; but a nation- 
al bank was not only for national purposes, but for 
individual profit. A national bank was not neces- 
sarily connected with the collection, safekeeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public moneys; 
hor Was it necessarily connected with the circu- 
lating medium. But farther—and this was an im- 
portant difference, to which he wished to call the at- 
lention of the gentleman from Kentacky, [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL,] and those gentlemen who cbjected to the 
assent and dissent principle—the national bank 
project would delegate the great power over the 
finances and the currency to a company con- 
sisting of a president and nine directors. If, 
then, they created a national bank, they yield- 
ed the sovereign power and the control of the 
institution, which would wield the great govern 
Ment power over the currency and the finances 
fo a board of directors, which stood as 6 to 3 against 
the Government. It was not left to the courtesy cf 
the States to assent to the exchequer or not, for six 
directors would possess sovereign power—six di- 
rectors of individual stockholders. Whatbecame, 
then, of the argument of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? (Mr. Marsa] But when the ex- 
Wer was established, or the odious and de- 
hounced sub treasury was restored, all would admit 
(it was a Government power—that it was the 
power of the Constitution exercised according 'o 
the legislative will. If, however, gentlemen would 
object to the principle of assent and dissent on the 
part of the States, they ought by all means to object 
0 the creation of a national bank; for the reason 
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that it would give to six individuals, and not to 
sovereign States, that were a part of the federal com- 
pact, the great power of assent or dissent. And it 
was not cnly a one-third power, but there was a 
perpetuity of power, unrepealable for the duration 
of the charter of the national bank. That was a 
fourth difference between a Government bank and 
a national bank. A Government bank was always 
under the command of the Government, and sub- 
ject to the will of the people; but a national bank 
embraced in its first idea an act of incorporation, 
which contained in it the sound doctrine of vested 
rights, which made it intact for the time of its crea- 
tion, however objectionable it might be. 


He next proceeded to defend the Secretary of 
State, who (he said) did not, for the first time, at 
Faneuil Hall, avow his renuncia‘ion of a bank of 
the United States. He was understood to assume 
that Mr. Webster made such a declaration in the 
Senate of the United States in 1836. What, then, 
was the issue between the Secretary of State and 
the gentleman from Kentucky—the great master 
and the great pupil? The issue was this: If they 
could not create an incorporation of vested rights, 
delegating to a two-thirds directory the power over 
the finances and the currency, should they abandon 
the power and the custody entirely, and leave the 
public moneys unguarded, as at present? That 
was what was preposed by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in his report, 
which would leave eveything to executive discre- 
tion and executive power. And the gentleman 
from Kentucky would have no Government bank, 
for he would rather have the present system, which, 
according to his argument, was itselfa Govern- 
ment bank; so that he was in a position that was a 
little more unnatural than the one in which he said 
the Secretary of State was placed. 


The honorable gentleman continued to comment 
on the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marsnatt] until the expiration of his hour 
brought kim to a conclusion. 

Mr. ATHERTON next addressed the House. 
He deemed it proper that he should reply to some 
of the positions in the report of the majority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, from which he 
dissented; although, so far as their resolution was 
concerned, it had his decided approval. It ap- 
peared, from the general course of the debate, that 
the majority of the Whig party objected to a Gov- 
eroment bank, whilst the other portion objected to 
a United States bank. The whole tenor of the 
report of the committee indicated a preference for 
the independent treasury over any other system, 
excepta bank of the United States. From the 
remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, he 
should infer that that gentleman preferred the in- 
dependent treasury to any system, except a Gov- 
ernment bank. Now, he thought these several di- 
visions of the Whig party were correct in their ob- 
jections—one to a Government bank, and the other 
to a United States bank. 


Mr. WISE wished to know if the gentleman 
unilerstood him (Mr. W.) as having advocated 
a Government bank. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he did understand the 
gentleman as having advocated what he (Mr. A.) 
considered a Government bank. 


These objections toa Government bank, which 
were urged by a majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, weuld, he was of the opinion, 
apply with equal force toa United States bank. 
What were they? He referred to the 12:h page 
of the committee’s report, where the objection was 
raised that it would give an undue control over the 
State banks. Thereport said: “ It is true that, 
by the exchequer plan, the bills of specie-paying 
banks are receivable for public dues; but it must 
be borne in mind, that it is made the imperative 
duty of the agent receiving them to settle with the 
banks weekly; and this settlement can have no 
other objeet than to draw out the amount in specie. 
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But, by the exchequer 
plan, large additions ate invited for deposites and 
drafts sold; and a'l received for public dues and 
drafts sold goes into the hands of the exchequer 
agent, who has the power to favor a petted in-tta- 
lion, by paying out its bills during the week, and 
to crush an obnoxions one, by demanding the spe- 
cie on all i's bills. This may be a most dangerous 
politica) power, which may be brought to bear 
with tremendous effect upon the various banks 
throughout the country, and is, in this respect, far 
more dangerous than the sub-treasury.” Now, he 
asked, how would this danger be lessened by con- 
fiding these powers to the hands of an irresponsible 
money corporation? Would any of the evils be 
taken away, by placing those powers in the hands 
of a corporation governed by men whose object 
would be to subserve their own exclusive interest— 
men notselected by, and responsible to, the people— 
and who have no ambition to perform their trusts 
faithfully? He thought that it must be admitted 
the power thus spoken of by the committee would 
be equally dangerous in the hand of a moneyed cor- 
poration. 


Again: on the 10th page of the report the com- 
mittee said: ‘We have deplorable evidences of this, 
in the numerous defaulters to the Government, 
and the scarcely less numerous instances of bank 
officers, acting under the immediate eye of those 
interested, who have embezzled the funds which 
they were paid to guard.” Here was an admis- 
sion that bank officers were not to be trusted! 
Did not, he would ask, the fact apply with equal 
force to the officers of a bank created with Gov- 
ernment? In the same page (10) the comminee 
further said: ‘‘All these facts lead to but one con- 
clusion, and that seems irresistible: which is, that 
the Government ought not to engage in banking, 
but that that shou'd be left to private corporations 
or companies, which may be effectually restrained 
in their issues by penal laws, for the violation of 
which they may be madeamenable to the courts. 
Certainly nothing short of this can [present exces- 
sive issues, or insure pronppt redemption; and 
even this has not alwayseffected that object. Mr. 
Ricardo, an eminent writer on this subject, says: 
‘Experience, however, shows that neither a State 
nor a bank ever has had the unrestricted power of 
issuing paper money, without abusing that power. 
In all States, therefore, the issue of paper money 
ought to be under some check or control.’ As you 
cannot check or control Congress on this subject, 
it would follow that we ought not to attempt to ex- 
ercise this power.” Now, what he would remark 
was, that this power was as liable to abuse in the 
hands of a corporation, as by the Government 
itself. It was, in fact, the interest of individuals 
owning corporations which ever prompted to over- 
issues, 


In speaking of defalcations by officers and 
agents, the committee said: “This is the hazard 
with an honest agent. But suppose the exchequer 
agent dishonest. Suppose him a warm political 
partisan: might not these favors be dealt out to 
political friends, and denied to political enemies? 
Or suppose money is wanted to corrupt the foun- 
tainsof the elective power, or carry some great politi- 
cal contest:—how easy would it be for a dishonest 
and pliant exchequer agentto buy the drafts of 
some irresponsible political friend, and thus pour 
out the national treasury for the basest of pur- 
poses !”” 


He asked, were the dangers here spoken of like- 
ly to be lessened by confiding thepublic money to 
an immense corporation? Did not the history of 
the late United States Bank show that the public 
money was constantly used for the furtherance of 
political parposes? Surely, if such an ot jection as 
has been here urged by the committee applied to 
the exchequer, it applied with much greater force 
to an irresponsible corporation. “It had been well 
remarked by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
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[Mr. Wuvranor,)] who addressed the House on 
yesterday, that distrust was the prevailing senti- 
ment of this report. It must be considered that 
this was a Government of limited powers, and the 
theory of which was to trust its agents with no 
more power than was absolutely necessary. It was 
essentially a Government of limited powers, and the 
people had reserved to themselves all which were 
not absolutely necessary to carry it on. What had 
the House heard from the gentleman from New 
York? [Mr. Baanarp.] Why, that there wasa 
competency in the Constitution for the adoption of 
the excbequer, so far as it related to the safekeep- 
ing and disbursement of the public money, but not 
so as regards its provisions for depositing and for 
the reguletion ef commercial exchanges. There 
was also, according to the gentleman, a competency 
for the adoption of the sub-treasury. Now, if it was 
notcompe'ent for the Government to deal in ex- 
changes—if the Constitution gave no such power, 
hew coold such a power be delegated to a corpora- 
tion? Congress could not delegate what it did not 
possess. Therefore, the argument of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Baanarp] overthrew all ar- 
gument which might be derived from the Constitu- 
tion io favor of the power to establish a bank of 
the United States. 


But it was formerly urged as a great objection 
to the subt-reasury, that it failed to exercise the 
power granted to Congress—of regulating the cur- 
rency. What was a legal currency? Gold and 
silver were r ised by the Constitution as the 
legal currency of the country; and the resolution of 
1816 also recognised it as such; although, at the 
same time, it provided that the notes of the United 
S'ates Bank should be a legal tender. If Congress 
was bound to provide a currency, of course they 
must provide one which is legal; and nothing but 
gold and silver was recognised in the Constitution 
assuch, The surest way of regulating exchanges, (if 
anything could be done incidentally by the Govern- 
ment for that purpose,) was by enacting a law provi- 
ding for the entire collection and disbursement of the 
public revenues in gold andsilver. Butevenif there 
were a power in the Government to regulate ex- 
changes, its interference would, he imagined, be at- 
tended only with mischief. The Government, prop- 
erly, had nothing to do with such matters. Exchanges 
should be regulated by the course of trade; and it 
would be as reasonable to contend that the Gov- 
ernment should regulate the price or the freight of 
merchandise. Gentlemen bad spoken of the watch- 
ful eye of self-interest to regulate the banks: why 
not leave exchanges to be regulated by it also? 
When gold and silver are the currency, the rate of 
exehange can never exceed the price of transporta- 
tion. If a bank on one side of the street redeems 
iis notes, whilst another on the opposite side does 
not, the difference between the notes of the two is 
as much the rate of exchange as if the two banks 
were in different sections of the country. Why 
should the Government any more undertake to reg- 
ulate the price of exchange than the price of pro- 
visions? He illustrated this position by several ex- 
amples, and concluded that any interference by the 
Government in such a matter would be vain and 
iile—-would defeat its own ends—and, so far from 
being beneficial, would be disadvantageous, to com- 
merce. 








The Constitution, as be had said, fixed the stand- 
ard of value—gold and silver only. All acknow!- 
edged it was desirable that more gold and silver 
should circulate in the community. [Mr. Barnarp 
shook his head.] As the gentleman had shaken 
his head, he would read a few extracts from what 
was said by aman who, he presumed, was very 
good authority with the gentleman. He read from 
the message of Governor John Davis to the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts in 1834. 


“There is doubtless a difference of opinion as to the causes 
which produce the great vacillations in the money market. At 
one time, the premium on capital falls below the legal rate of 
interest; at another, money can scarcely be had on any terms. 
There can, however, be little doubt that the small quantity of 
specie in circulation is one of the causes tending to produce 
theese disastrous fluctuations. If a panic should mb the pub- 
lic, if distrust should overshadow our banks but fora day, all 
payments in specie would cease; for the funds on hand do not 
amount to one-twelfth of the bills in circulation, and those de- 
posites they are bound to pay on demand. This dispropor- 
\ton between specie and paper cannot be materially increased. 
Jt the quantity of specie is diminished, the paper circulation 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


must be curtailed. If it is increased, the paper may also 
be increased. The paper, therefore, fluctuates as its basis 
es. 


e disastrous fluctuations which we experience (he adds 
in 1834) are to some extent to be imputed to the fluctuations in 
specie, (meaning in amount, not in value;) and the smaller the 
amount of specie in the country, the more likely they are to 
occur. The most obvious remedy, therefore, against the recur- 
rence of this calamity, and the most certain method of saving 
the active industry of the country from the devouring vortex 
of this almost periodical disaster, which comes of curtailing 
discounts, is to increase, by some judicious regulations, the 
quantity of specie in circulation to such an extent that these 
occasional drains shall not curtail the circulating medium so as 
to produce such consequences. If the circulation of small bilis 
had never been permitied, but their places had been supplied 
with specie, the quantity now in circulation would be large, 
and would greatly strengthen the confidence of the public and 
the ability of the banks,as it would flow in to supply the place 
of that drained off, and thus snpersede, to a great extent, the 
occasion for these forced curtailments of discounts which al- 
ways prove injurieus to the public. The States which have 
adopted this course, are best supplied with specie; and if the 
whole country could be a on to suppress small bills, 
great relief would be realized from it.” ; 

“Experience has long since proved that a metallic currency 
is least liable to fluctuations, and therefore best adapted to the 
perpese for which it is designed; and it is to be hoped the ear- 

iest opportunity wil! be seized to return to it—so far, at least, 
as to rectify the present credit system of paper currency, and 
preventtits pernicious fluctuations.” 

“Fluctuations visit all who have property, and all who work 
to acquire it, with injury, and compel them to submit to severe 
sacrifices. What is called a scarcity ef money, only means 
that the banks do not discount.” 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cusn- 

ina] had well mentioned, among the inherent evils 
of paper money, its expansibility, which brought 
periodical ruin, disaster, and distress. Should the 
Government, then, increase and promote this evil, 
by issuing Government paper by a Government 
bank, or indirectly through the agency of a United 
States bank?’ Was it possible to remedy the evil 
of expansion, by increasing the amount of the pa- 
per volume? Would not such acourse be only 
adding fuel to the flame? And if it was proposed 
by a bank of the United States to regulate the 
issues of other banks, history proved that such a 
purpose could not be so accomplished. History 
and experience showed that the banks nearest and 
most under the influence of the United States Bank, 
were the first to suspend; whilst those remotely 
situated from that institution held out longest, and 
were the last to cease paying specie. If it was ex- 
pected to check these overissues of banks by law, 
such an idea could not be carried out, because it 
went counter to all experience of the past. What 
had been the history of the banking system? Did 
not observation tell us that banks could not be re- 
stricted by law? The zeal,and influence, and the 
untiring energy of interested individuals were en- 
tirely too strong for the law. They had heretofore 
set all Jaw atdefiance. They had applied to State 
Legislatures to give them authority to suspend 
specie payments, and then called it giving relief to 
the community—giving relief by issuing more 
of their irredeemable paper ! 
And as to the watchful eyes ofself-interest, which, 
it was said, were so important in the prevention of 
the abuses ef banking, had they not been shown to 
be utterly unavailing? Hadit not been shown to 
be powerless, in ali that they had heard of the sus- 
pensions and frauds committed on the stockholders 
and the public? And what had availed the power 
of the Legislatures of the States? It had proved to 
be utterly useless, as was lately found to be the 
case with regard to a bank in Massachusetts. The 
Legislature of that State passed a law to provide 
for inspections of the banks of that State; and the 
law had proved to be so perfectly useless, that the 
present Governor, in his message, recommended 
its repeal. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts, in the re- 
marks which he had made to the House, had not 
asserted that the result of the late presidential elec- 
tion bad been an affirmative decision upon the 
question as to the propriety of establishing a bank 
of the United States. He would ask the gentle- 
man whether, in the result of that election, the 
people had manifested their approbation of the ex- 
chequer plan. And he would ask whether, if the 
question were now put to the people of this coun- 
try whether they would have a bank of the United 
States or an independent treasury, he believed that 
they would deci/e in favor of a bank. No, sir; 
he would not say so. What did they hear from 
the gentleman from Vermont? That the objection 
urged against this scheme was, that it was a Gov- 


a ee 
ernment bank. This being the case, the issue 
now given up. It was given up in the report 
the Committee of Ways and Means, If j o 
been rendered unpopular on account of a 
as to its true character, arising from false imputa. 
tions which had been cast upon it, what did ther, 
sult prove? Not that the people condemned the 
independent-treasury scheme, but that the 
demned the scheme of a Government bank. Th 
show that he had not misstated the report he 
would read the following passage : : 

“These banking powers, thus conferred upon the excheguer 
f ion, distingae’ 
this plan from that of the subireseucy. > gta 
They were under the apprehension that, 
once established, this would be converted into a 
great Government bank. But, that there was ao 
reason for even this apprehension, was evidey 
from various passages in the report. The repor 
acknowledged that the indepeudent-‘reasury pian 
made it felony, punishable by Se¢ and imprigog. 
ment, for an officer of that institution to use any 
of the public moneys intrusted to its keeping, 
They had, therefore, what had been urged as the 
main objection to it, at once givenup. The obj 
tions fell to the ground; they vanished into air 
into thin air. It had been frequently said, on tha: 
floor, that it was very difficult to tell what precise 
issue was determined by the late presidential ele. 
tion. Atany rate, he would contend, with greg 
confidence, that, whenever the sub-treasury scheme 
was presented as a distinct issue to the people, they 
approved it. But it was said, by a distinguished 

Whig, on this floor, that the election of members 

to the popular branch of this Congress turned up- 

on their being for or against this scheme. 


The gentleman from New York had gone over 
one of the old arguments against the independent. 
treasury scheme; but, in doing that, he had admit. 
ted (and he thought the admission did great credit 
to bis candor) that the only objection to the scheme 
was, that it provided, after the money was depos. 
ited, that it was under the control of officers of 
the Government, and not officers of the bank. And 
he understood the gentleman to say that, since the 
foundation of the Government, except during an 
interval of one year, the moneys of the Govern- 
ment had always been deposited in banks. This 
was during the year in which the independent 
treasury was in operation. 

An allusion was made in the report—in order to 
show that the danger was in intrusting the public 
moneys in the hands of individuals—to the case of 
Mr. Swartwout. But this, he apprehended, was 
not a case which bore any analogy to that which 
they were considering. Had the independent, 
treasury scheme been in operation, Mr. Swartwout 
never could have carried on his frauds and depre- 
dations upon the Government. This, then, fur- 
nished no argument against the establishment of 
an independent treasury. 

It was stated in the report, and had been re- 
peated in the House, that a bank cannot abscond. 
To be sure, it could not. It had not substance 
enough. It wasa thing altogether as impalpable 
asa shadow. 

“Like shadows they come, like shadows depart.” 

But could not casbiers—could not presidents ab- 
scons? Did the history of the times show that they 
were pure?’ He thought not. Why should banks 
come in and demand the vse of the public moneys be- 
tween the time of collection and of disbursement} 
What right had they to speculate with the money 
of the Gevernment? If the right was not to be 
granted to individuals, why should it be granted 
to corporations? It appeared from documents be- 
fore them, that the loss had not been one half so 
great under the operation of the sub-treasury 
scheme, as it had been by using banks as deposile- 
ries, and receiving depreciated bank paper. 

Mr. McDoffie, ina report which he made & few 
years ago to the House of Representatives on this 
subject, stated that the Government had lost up 
wards of thirty millions of dollars by taking depre- 
ciated bank paper. What was the effect upon the 
country generally of the encouragement thus given 
to the circulation of bank paper? The very stim- 
ulus given to trade by its means tends to create 
loans; and these loans go on extending, until at 
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jgst the pubble bursts; and, as had been well said 
a gentleman on that floor, it was upon the hard 

nd and the unsuspecting head of the poor laborer 
sbatthe rainfalls. 1t was a well setiled rule, that the 

‘96 of labor was the last to rise, and the first to 

4, This appeared not only from the maxims of 

litical economists, but from universal history. 

ged leave to read an extract from Thiers’s 
fistory of the French Revolution: 

wphe value of the assignats declining daily in proportion to 
their (otal mass, it required a larger and larger amount to pur- 

the same quantity of necessaries; and thus the prices 

e excessive. The people, receiving only the same nomi- 
nal value for their labor, could no longer procure such things 
ws they and vented themselves in complaints and 
pein Pere an of teen ait ed, eae ee 
aormeasly e laundresses had cine to the canvention’ to 
complain that they were obliged to pay thirty sous for soap, 

had formerly cost them but fourteen. To no purpose 
were the people told to raise the price of their labor, in order to 
re-establish the proportion between their wages and the articles 
ofeonsumption. They could not be brought to act in concert 
for the accomplishment of this object,” @&c.—-7"hiers’s Hist. F'r. 
Ree., vol, 4, p. 441. 

This single instance exhibited its operation in all 
cases. There could be no combination among 
laborers to raise the price of labor according to the 
depreciation in the currency. 

On the 7th page of the report it was stated 
that, “by the sub-treasury, the Government only 
risked, in the hands of its officers, the amount of 
money that might be on hand between the time of 
collection and the time of disbursement.” This 
was true, under all systems, They were obliged to 
employ collecting officers and disbursing officers, 
and they had the honesty of those officers to assure 
them against loss. And he would here cbserve, 
that it seemed to him the argument that 
corporations could be trusted, and men could not, 
was a very unsound argument. According 
to this supposition, there must be certainly 
something very corrupting in the circumstance of 
holding office—something which tends to obliter- 
ate the moral feelings. Gentlemen talked about the 
safety of the public moneys when deposited in 
banks, and that they would be found faithful to 
their trusts. Why, the Government was left pow- 
erless; the money was placed in the hands of those 
who were responsible to the people, and the Gov- 
ermmment was left prostrate. 

Mr. PROFFIT obtained the floor, and replied 
briefly to some of the observations of the genile- 
man from New Hampshire. The gentleman had 
alluded to a report made some years ago by Mr. 
McDuffie, which stated that the Government had 
lost thirty millions ot dojlars by depositing the pub- 
lic fands in banks. What effect bad this statement 
upon the gentleman himself, and upon his party? 
Did the gentleman suppose that he was to be per- 
mitied to make use of such arguments; or 
that they would be allowed to pass without 
reply? Did the gentleman mean to come out 
and avow himself in favor of an _ indepen- 
dent, old-fashioned treasury? Would his par- 
ly agree to this? They would not do it; they dared 
not do it. Why did not the gentleman tell them 
something about the working of that old-fashioned 
sub-treasury? During the whole time it was in 
operation in New York, was there a single dollar 
in specie out? It was the duty of the friends of the 
Administration to defend themselves from such 
attacks as the gentleman had just made. How 
maby millions of treasury notes did the gentleman 
himself vote for, although he was now so vehement 
in his denunciations against the issue of a paper 
currency by the Government? -Let him answer 
this; and let him show, too, that the old-fashioned 
independent treasury scheme, which he vaunted so 
much, was free from abuses. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose and said he desired to ad- 
dress a few words to the House, in reference to this 
matter, 

An adjournment, however, being desired by 
several members, he yielded to a motion for that 
Purpose, and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Faipay, January 27, 1843. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate communication from the War Department, 
Wausmitting printed copies of the Official Army 
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Register for 1843; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PORTER presented ‘two memorials frem 
Ypsilanti and Jackson, Michigan, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the bankrupt law; which were 
refered to the Jadiciary Committee. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented joint-resolutions, 
adopted by the Legislature of Delaware, urging 
upon Congress the retrocession from the United 
oe to the State of Delaware, of the Peapatch 

sland, 

Mr. CLAYTON observed that the object of the 
retrocession was not that Delaware might retain 
possession of the island; but that the title, which 
had been so long litigated, might be settled, and 
vested permanently in the United Siates. For this 
purpose it was necessary that the Supreme Court 
should have original jurisdiction over the suit or 
controversy on which the title shall be tried;—the 
party claiming against the United States not 
having assented to the proposition of Congress to 
try the title in the State of Maryland. For the 
purpose of giving the Supreme Court original ju- 
risdiction of this controversy or suit, and to obtain 
a proper and conclusive decision of the title, it was 
necessary to recede the island to the State of Dela- 
ware. Mr. C. said the people of Delaware could 
notrest satisfied with the present s'ate of things— 
the conflicting claims for jurisdiction over the soil, 
and the conflicting right of property. He obserted 
that neither himself nor his eolleagne would at that 
time take measures to carry into effect these reso- 
lutions, for the reason thatan arrangement had 
been entered inte, by which the title would be ef 
fectually and fairly adjusted; and to carry which 
into effect, a bill has been reported from the Judi- 
ciary Committee. It would not be necessary, there- 
fore, for his colleague and himself to take any steps 
then in the matter, but await the decision of the 
Senate on the bi!!, by which the controversy would 
be fairly arranged to the satisfaction of all parties. 
If the biil did not pass, then they would take some 
Steps in accordance with the resolutions just pre- 
sented. ‘The resolutions were ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that this would be 
joyful news to some of his constituency-—that the 
States of Delaware and New Jersey were about to 
settle this long litigated question. For years and 
years the citizens of Philadelphia had feit great 
anxiety that the fortification which had been com- 
menced on that island should be completed; and 
which could not be done, on account of the dis- 
agreements between those two States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of a 
number of citizens of Washington county, Penn- 
sylvania, asking for an immediate, entire, and 
unconditional repeal of the bankrupt law; which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition frem Patrick 
Keon, of Jefferson county, New York, praying 
for a modification in his behalf of the naturaliza- 
tion laws of the United States; which was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, a memorial from a number of citizens of 
the town of Oswego, New York, praying that they 
may be allowed to import from Canada certain 
lumber, free of duty: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Also, a petition numerously signed by citizens of 
Troy, New York, praying for a repeal of the bank- 
rupt law: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also, a petition from a large number of inbab- 
itants of the county of Lenawee, in the State of 
Michigan, remorStrating against the repeal of the 
bankrupt law: referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
the town of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, from 
persons engaged in commerce and navigation, com- 
plaining of the depressed state of those interests, 
and attributing it to the irreciprocal commercial 
regulations of the United States with foreign pow- 
ers, and praying for such a modification of those 
regulations, consistent with treaty stipulations, as 
will produce greater reciprocity in trade: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials 
from inhabitants of Alleghany county,  Pennsyl- 
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vania, praying the adoption of the plan recom- 


| mended by the Executive, for a board of «xche 


quer; which were laid on the table. 

Also, presented a memorial from the beard of 
trade of Philadelphia, signed by Thomas’ P. Cope, 
president, asking for an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of completing the coast survey, which has 
been in a state of progress for several years; and 
Stating a number of reasons why it should be con- 
tinued. Also, concludes with a request that an 
appropriation be made for a light-house on the 
Brandywine shoals, in the Delaware. The firs 
branch of the memorial was referred to the Com 


| mittee on Finance, and the latter to the Committs 
| on Commerce. 


Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pension 
made an adverse report (which was ordered to be 


| printed) on the petition of James Gee for a pen 


sion. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back, with an amendment, the House bill 
for the relief of Esther Augur. 

Also, reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill from the House for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Truston. 

Also, from the same committee reported a bill 
for the relief of Nancy Polereesky, which was 
read, and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. KERR, the bill from the 
House for the relief of Elizabeth Dawkins, which 
had been reported unfavorably upon by the Com- 
miltece on Pensions, was recommitied to that Com- 
mittee—new evidence in supportof the claim hav- 
ing been received. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the previous 


| orders of the day were postponed for the purpose 
| of considering the bill from the House for the relief 


of Barent Stryker. The bill was then taken up as 


| in committee of the whole, considered, reported to 


the Senate, and, according to order, was read the 


| third time and passed. 


Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Henry M. Shreeve, and to authorize the 
purchase of the patent for his rey, Toth which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

The bill to prevent the employment of private 
expresses on the mail routes, and for the preven- 
tion of frauds on the revenue of the Post Office 
Department, was read the second time, and taken 
up as in committee of the whole. 


Mr. MERRICK said this was one of a series of 
bills to be reported to the Senate from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, with the 
view of correcting sundry abuses which exist, and 
of sundry frauds which are practised upon the Post 
Office Department. The object of the preseat bill 
was to make some beneficial and salutary pro- 
visions in relation to a matter that was of very 
considerable importance to that department— 
namely, the securing to it of the legitimate revenue 
derivable from the transportation of the mail from 
one portion of the Union to the other, 

It was well known to the Senate, that a very 
large portion of the proper revenue of that depart- 
ment was abstracted from it by what were called 
private expresses, which had been recently estab- 
lished between the more important commercial 
cities, and by which letters and other mailable 
matter were conveyed at a rate of charge less than 
that which was demanded by the Post Office De- 
partment; and, by charging less, although the maiis 
were conveyed daily, and, in many places, twice 
every day, at the expense of the Government, they 


. were obtaining the transportation of a large 
t 


proportion of the mailable matier passing through 
these routes, and consequently abstracting from 
the department a very considerable part of 
its legitimate revenue. As the Post Office 
Department bad been established, and was 
kept up at the expense of the Government, 
for the performance of this service to the public, 
it was not only proper, bat absolutely ne i! 
that it should bave a monopoly of the service, ant 
enjoy all the benefits to be deérived from it. 
passage of this bill was contemplated by the com- 
mittee as a preparatory step to the passage of 
another important bill for the reduction of the rates 
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of postage. Unless objections were offered to 
some of the features of this bill, he did not deem 
it necessary to trouble the Senate with any further 
observations. 

Mr. HENDERSON said he thought the pro- 
visions of the bill were carried to an unwarranta- 
ble extent. Congress probably possessed the con- 
stitutional power to pass a law of this kind; but it 
appeared to him it would be a bad precedent, 
and one which woald lead to the stretching of 
the powers of Congress to every subject. The ob- 
ject of the bill appeared to be to secure to the 
Government a monopoly in the carrying of the 
mails, 

So far as the bill proposed to restrair individuals 
from entering in'o competition with the Govern- 
ment, he bad no objection; but when it was pro- 
posed to interfere with the public conveyances, 
and to make it penal for railroad cars and steam- 
boats to convey passengers who, they might sup- 
pose, Were engaged in carrying expresses, he was 
decidedly averse to its adoption. This was the 
point to which he desired to call the attention of 
the Senate. 

They might as well undertake to make it penal 
for one individual to sell a horse to another, be- 
cause he might possibly use the horse in the con- 
veyance of private expresses. They might as 
well make it penal for an iankeeper to entertain a 
man, or for the authorities of a town to allowa 
man to pass through their town, if they suspected 
that h* was carrying a private express. They had 
as good a right to do the one as the other. He be- 
Leved, ordinarily, railroad companies had no right 
to refuse to carry a passenger who tendered his 
passage money, and who did nothing that was ex- 
ceptionable. They were liable to damages if they 
should refuse; and yet it was here proposed to 
make them a sort of agent of the Government, to 
secure the monopoly sought for by the Post Office 
Department. There would be no limit to this sort 
of legislation if it were once commenced. It 
seemed to him an undue assumption of power on 
the part of Congress. 

Mr. MERRICK said he would be as unwilling 
as any one to doan act which would involve the 
Congress of the United States in an unconstitu- 
tional proceeding. But it seemed to him that, in 
this case, there was no just ground for the gentle- 
man’s apprehensions. It being absolutely neces. 
sary that the Post Office Department should be 
sustained, it was the imperious duty of Congress 
to pass all such laws as were necessary to effect 
this object. The evil which they proposed to 
remedy was one which struck at the very exist- 
ence of that department: he meant the sources of 
iis existence—i's revenue. They must, therefore, 
legislate so as to secure a sufficient return, in mo- 
ney, from the people whom the department served, 
to defray i's expenses. This was the whole scope 
and object of this bill. He begged the honorable 
Senator’s attention to the phraseology of the bill. 
The penalty was to be imposed only in cases where 
the conductors of railroads, &c., knowingly traps- 
ported any individual engaged in carrying private 
expresses, in violation of the law; and leaving it 
entirely free, where no compensation was de- 
manded, for individuals to act in the matter as they 
pleased. The whole object of the bill was to put 
down, with as litle inconvenience as possible to 
citizens generally, the evil of permitting private 
expresses to be employed to the prejudice of the 
Post Office Department. 

The further consideration of this subject was, on 
motion of Mr. LINN, postponed, for the purpose 
of proceeding to the consideration of the special 
order of the day. 

On motion, it was ordered, that when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjourn ti]l Monday next. 

THE OREGON TERRITORY. 

The bill for the occupation and settlement of the 
Territory of Oregon, which still continues the 
special order, came up, and the debate on the 
question of its passage was resumed from yester- 
day. 

Mr. BERRIEN being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the Senate for about an hour and a half in 
opposition to the passage of the bill. 

His objections were chiefly: First, that the pro- 
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vision undertaking to make a future grant of lands 
to setiters, is in contravention of the spirit and 
meaning of the existing treaty between this Gov- 
ernment and that of Great Britain; next, that it is 
an inexpedient and impolitic time to legislate upon 
the subject at all; and, lastly, that this bill, under 
existing circumstances, is an ipjudicious interrup- 
ion or interference with the constitutional prerog- 
ative of the executive department, which has noti- 
fied Congress that a negotiation is pending in rela- 
tion to this subject. 

He agreed with those Senators who held that the 
provision guarantying to setilers a grant of land 
would be an infraction of the treaty. He agreed 
with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Cat- 
HOUN,} not only in his opposition to that 
provision, but also in regard to the inex- 
pediency, under existing circumstances, of at- 
tempting to carry out other provisions of the 
bill. With most of what bad fallen from the other 
Senator from South Carolina he also concurred, 
though he was not disposed to undervalue the im- 
portance to our commerce of our right to the terri- 
tory, or the advantages which we might derive 
from its occupation and settlement. But, takiag 
the subject in all its bearings into consideration, he 
could not but believe that he subserved the inter- 
ests of this country best by giving his vote against 
the passage of the bill. 

He had every confidence in the purity of motive 
and patriotism of the gentlemen who advocated 
the bill; and participating with them, as he did, in 
the national feelings which excited their zeal, he 
could make ample allowance for the construction 
which their minds had been led to give to the treaty 
of 1818, and its renewal in 1827. This national 
feeling, however, he conceived had carried them 
too far. He had given the subject a calm and dis- 
passionate consideration; and the result was, that, 
according to his best judgment, he had come to the 
conclusion that this bill would be a palpable viola- 
tion of the treaty, and that England must so regard 
it. National rights were as dear to him as to any 
one; but national honor, and the imperative duty 
of keeping inviolate our plighted faith, were 
of such moment, that he would rather suffer loss 
than tarnish the purity of that plighted faith. Bat 
he had no apprehension that the postponement of 
action on this matter would have ary tendency to the 
lapse of our interesisin the Oregon Territory. We 
still hold our title to be as indefeasible as we ever did. 
We will make no concession that any other nation 
on earth can have as strong, as undoubted, and as 
just aclaim,as wehave. And, independent of all 
this, the circumstances under which we look to it 
as ours, are different from those which have influ- 
enced Great Britain tolook to it. Itis adjacent to 
us, touching our territorial border, part of our con- 
tinent, best calculated for the habits and pursuits 
of our population. Oceans divide it from the Brit- 
ish domain, and the objects which once rendered it 
valuable to her commerce are fast melting away. 
The sources of the fur trade are diminishing rapid- 
ly, and, at no distant day, we may fairly infer that 
England will cease to have any permanent interest 
in that region. Time, then, instead of lessening 
our chances of quiet and undisputed possession, 
acts in our favor, and operates unfavorably with 
regard to the interests of the power which is as- 
sumed to be our rival. 


The probability is, if we but wait the natural 
progress of even's, that we shall find ourselves 
quietly in possession of the territory long before 
the real wants of our population will demand its 
occupation by an act of Government. At present, 
we should consider that we are but one of the two 
parties entitled to equality of rights, under an exist- 
ing compact. What we insist upon as our exclu- 
sive rights, may, and probably will, be insisted 
upon by Great Britain as her exclusive rights. 
And who is to judge between the parties? Cer- 
tainly not one of them, on its own ex parte evidence. 
It is a matter of negotiation; and the executive de- 
partment of this Government, to whom the Consti- 
tution has confided the power of negotiating with 
foreign nations, subject to the subsequent approval 
of the Senate, bas notified the legislative tog 
ment that a negotiation is actually pending. Mr. 
B., at considerable length, argued that the effect of 


this bill would be, in all probability, to obstrye e 


arrest an amicable and satisfactory adjustmen 
the question of boundary; which, if once sey, . 
would remove all difficulty from the € of 
sucha bill as Congress might think necessary { 
the occupation and disposal of the recognised hn 
tory of the United States. . 

Mr. B. in the course of his remarks replied brief. 
ly to the various arguments of the friends Of the 
bill, Messrs. Linn, Woopsury, Morengap, g 
and answered each by applying to them the maiz 
principles of his objections, as already substantial) 
stated. Y 

He hoped a majority of the Senate would ep. 
cur with him in the suggestions he had thrown oy, 
as to the inexpediency of this measure, and gives 
negative vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER next obtained the floor, and g. 
clared his willingness to go on with the few rp. 
marks he had to make. But it had been sug. 
gested to him that he would probably have to aj. 
vert to documents not at present in the Senate, by 
which could be procured by Monday; and jp 
would therefore propose that the bill be passed oye, 
informally, and, if no other business was on hand 
he would then move an adjournment. 

On motion then, the further consideration of the 
bill was postponed till Monday next. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from Davi; 
Irvin and others, praying the passage of a law ay. 
thorizing the issuing to them patents for certain 
lands purchased from the United States, which 
patents have been withheld on account of some 
informality in the sale: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Commitice 
on Naval Affairs was discharged frowa the further 
consideration of the petition of John Bosworth, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial very nu- 
merously signed, from the county of Chatauque, 
in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law. 

Also, a petition from the county of Warren, 
New York, numerously signed, pointing out the 
manner in which small debtors, possessed of $500 
or $600 worth of property, commit frauds on their 
creditors, through false appraisement of said prop- 
erty, under that provision of the bankrupt law se- 
curing $300 worth of property to the bankrupt; 
which memorials were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from Fran- 
cis county, Arkansas, for the establishment of a 
mail route; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, presented a petition and documents from 
William Wynn, of Arkansas, concerning his 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. McROBERTS, on leave, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Richard Lewis, and others; which 
was read and committed. 

Mr. GRAHAM made an unsuccessful motion 
for the Senate to proceed to executive business. 
Then, 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate ad- 
journed till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 27, 1843. 

Mr. A. MARSHALL presented memorials from 
merchants, shipmasters, and others, of Belfast and 
Wiscasset, Maine, asking such changes in the 
commercial asrangement with foreign Governments 
as shall give to the navigation of the United States 
such terms of just reciprocity as shall most eonduce 
to the public welfare. 

Mr. McKEON presented, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the following pe 
tition, praying for a redaction of duties on pins: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United States of America: 

The undersigned, interested in the importation and 
sale of the article of pins, respectfully represent: 
That, previous to the extra session of Congress, 

in 1841, said article was allowed to be imported 
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aa of duty. At that session,a duty of 20 per 
led, at ad valorem was imposed thereon. At which 
rh said article was imported to a very large 


tery). ie am0 
brief. 







unt, yielding, in revenue, many thousand dol- 
during the few months that the act was in 
joree; that, under the tariff of 1842, the duty was 






f the Mn sed and now varies from 51 to 75 per cent.— 
Pe higher rates being imposed upon the inferior 
Xe, lities, Which are principally used by the poor; 
aly what the present rates of duties amount to a prohibi- 
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‘ion; there having been collected, under the present 
yc, less than three hundred and fifty dollars for 
jaties on said article imported into the city of New 
York to this date. Your petitioners further show 
gat, as they believe there are but two establish- 
ments for the manufacturing of pins in the United 
gies, they therefore pray for a modification of 
ibe present tariff, so as to reduce the duty on pins 
a rate not exceeding 20 percent. ad valorem. 

is memorial is signed by 85 of the leading 
nercantile firms in the city of New York.] 


(CHANGE OF THE HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. RUSSELL offered the following resolution: 
Resolved, That, from and after the 30th instant, the daily 

our to which the House shall stand adjourned shall be 11 

o'clock. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker an- 
pounced that the resolution was carried; but 

Mr. ARNOLD called for a division. 

The ayes were counted, and numbered 42. 

It being evident that there was no quorum pres- 
enl, 

Mr. COWEN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired if any one had any ob- 
jection to the resolution. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he hoped the mover would 
consent to have the commencement of the operation 
of the resolution postponed for one week, as the 
Committee of Ways and Means had much business 
before them, and it would be inconvenient to them 
if the hour was changed. 


Mr. RUSSELL declined making the modifica- 



















tion. 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved to amend the res- 
olution, by fixing on Monday week as the day 
when it should commence. This amendment was 
agreed to, and the resolution was then adopted. 


Mr. W. COST JOHNSON presented various 
memorials, asking for the passage of a law for the 
creation of $200,000,000 of Government stock, to 
be distributed ameng the States. 


PLAN OF AN EXCHEQUER. 


The House, then, upon the call of Mr. FILL- 
MORE, resumed the consideration of the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the subject of 
ihe exchequer—the question being on the mo- 
on of Mr. CusninG to amend the resolution con- 
cluding that report, by striking out the word “not.” 


Mr. FILLMORE, who held the floor, addressed 
the House at length. He commenced by refer- 
iiog to the charge which had been put forth, that 
ihe Committee of Ways and Means, in proposing 
no affirmative action on the subject of the exche- 
quer, had neglected to discharge their duty. In 
oder to test whether they had, be should con- 
ent himself by referring to the manner in which 
ibe question was presented to the committee, 
and in which it now stood before the House and 
be country, as admitted by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. More thana year ago, the scheme 
Was first submitied to Congress, and then referred 
0 @ select committee, a majority of whom were 
ihe friends of the President. After two and a half 
months of reflection, this committee reported a 
tabstitute for the plan of the Executive, dispensing 
vith its main features. If,then, any modifications 
of the exchequer were wanted—ifihe Committee 
of Ways and Means had neglected to discharge 
‘eit duty in reportisg modifications, he referred 
fentiemen to those reported by the friends of the 
dminisiration. The gentleman, too, who made 
Le objection that the Committee of Ways and 
tans had neglecied their duty in not reporting 
nodifications, since they could not agree to the 
pan itself, had given notice that he would move to 
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ry for his own bill, for the purpose of bringing the 
subject before the House in every possible shape. 
Now, he submitted it to the consideration of the 
House, whether the Commitiee of Ways and 
Means had not presented the subject in every shape 
possible, by not favoring either of the schemes? 
Thegentleman from Masvachusetts (Mr. Cusnine]} 
had moved to strike out the word “not,” so as to 
make the resolution of the committee an affirma- 
tive proposition. He would state, in reference to 
that matter, that he had himself risen and proposed 
the word be stricken out, thereby making the reso- 
lution an affirmative instead of a negative propo- 
sition. He could notsee the difference between 
voting in favor of a resolution declaring that the 
exchequer should not be adopted, and voting against 
a resolution declaring that it should be adopted. If, 
indeed, there were any in the House, who, after 
the many discussions which had taken place, were 
unprepared to say whether they were in favor of, 
or against, the exchequer, be was sorry for it. He 
could not but admire the manly independence of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON,] who yes- 
terday told the House that, although many of his 
constituents had petitioned fer it, be must, aftera 
close and careful examination of the subject, give 
his vote against the proposition. It was a deter- 
mination resulting from an honest conviction of the 
heart, which he admired. He could not do other- 
wise than commend the spirit of the man who, 
when he found a measure to be right, resolved to 
bold himself ready to sustain i; and, if wrong, to 
condemnit. Nor could he think that there were 
men in the House who would take shelter of their 
opinions wnder a negative proposition. After 
some further remarks upon this head, he proceeded 
to an explanation of a position which was taken in 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and which, he understood, was misconceived by 
some of his friends. He alluded to that portion of 
the report which spoke of the power of removal from 
office. It was in 1835, when the whole subject was 
under debate in the Senate, and when he also ex- 
amined the subject, that he came to the conclu- 
sion that, where the power of appointment was 
vested in the President and Senate, in that case 
the President and Senate together alone had the 
power ofremoval. In support of the position he 
maintained, he cited the reasoning on the subject 
contained in the Federalist, which was at the time 
of its adoption held to be the true construction of 
the Constitution. In that work it was argued to 
the people, when the Constitution was pending be- 
fore them for their adoption, that where a concur- 
rence of the President and Senate was necessary 
to appointment, the same was also requisite to re- 
moval from office. The Constitution provided no 
power of removal. That only resulted from the 
power of appointment. He stated zs a remarka- 
ble fact, that, although such a debate took place in 
1835, he had not, after a diligent search, been able 
to get a printed copy of Mr. Catnoun’s bill. He 
found a manuscript copy, together with the amend- 
ments proposed, among the archives of the Gov- 
ernment; and as it passed the Senate, the only 
principle asserted was this: it repealed the law lim- 
iting the tenure of offices to four years, provided 
that the only limit should be in case of defalcation; 
and declared that the President should assign his 
reasons to the Senate for any removal he might 
make. There was no principle in it which tended 
to limit the power of removal. Now, his own 
opinion was, that the President possessed no such 
power. 

He noticed the objections which had been raised 
to a continuance of the present regulations of the 
Treasury Department, on the ground that the laws 
in foree did net provide any place of security for 
the public money, and also that there were not 
sufficient provisions of law for the punishment of 
embezzlements. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts had argued that there were no provisions 
for the punishment of defaulters, except such as 
might be contained in the act of 1789, and the 
resolution of 1816. “ 

Mr. CUSHING said his proposition was more 
qualified; and made another remark not heard. 

Mr. FILLMORE alluded to the supposition en- 


udstitute the bill of the Secretary of the Treasu- |j tertained by some, that ite Committee of Waysand 
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Means had omitted their duty. He feared the House 
had forgotten their own action on the subject. 


There were already existing by law ample 
checks and guards for the security of the public 
money. In the first place, there was the law of 1789, 
which provides that it shall be the duty of the 
Treasurer of the United States to receive and keep 
the moneys of the United States, and disburse them 
upon warrants drawn by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Mark the words: “disburse them upon 
warrants drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
Then, what next? As to the medium in which the 
public dues shall be paid, we have (said Mr. F ) 
the joint resolution of 1816, which prescribes that 
they shall be paid in gold and silver, treasury notes, 
and the bills of specie-paying banks. Thus we 
have (said Mr. F.) the provision designating the 
officers who shall keep the public money; and next, 
we have the medium in which it shall be paid. 
Now, he wanted to know what more there was 
in the famous exchequer bill which came from the 
Treasury, or that of the select committee of this 
House, to secure the public treasure from embez- 
zlemeni? Instead of calling the officer who is to 
have the custody of the public money, the Treas- 
urer of the United States, the bill proposes to call 
them a board of exchequer, though one of them is 
to be this same Treasurer. First, there is to be the 
Secretary of the Treasury; second, the Treasurer of 
the United States; and then there are to be three 
commissioners to constitute this board of exche- 
quer. The system now in operation was but a 
part of that “one idea” which provides for five offi- 
cers, instead of one todo the same thing, and who 
are to be appointed in the same manner, viz: by 
the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. But it had 
been said that there was now no security for 
the faithful custody and disbursement of the pub- 
lic money, and therefore the Committee of Ways 
and Means neglected their duty in failing to pro- 
vide for it. Let us (said Mr. F ) look a little into 
the law on this subject. Gentlemen seemed 
to have forgotten that, in repealing the in- 
dependent treasury, they left the penal part 
of it providing for the security of the pub- 
lic money untouched. They repealed the act 
so far as it relates to the receivers general, 
and the public buildings for the deposite of the 
public money, together with the provision requi- 
ring the public dues to be paid im gold and silver; 
yet the penal part of the act—which secures the 
faithful custody, transfer, and disbursement of the 
public money—this House had not the folly to re- 
peal. Not only did they retain it, but they added 
to it. There were the most ample and the most 
penal provisions against anybody who should use 
the public treasure. In addition to the penalty im- 
posed by the sub-treasury act, they had also pro- 
vided for the evidence by which guilt should be as- 
certained—which the independent-treasury act did 
notdo. Mr. F. then read from the act of 13th 
August, 1841, repealing the independeat-treasury 
act, the following provisions : 

“ Provided, always, That, for any offences which may have 
been committed against the provisions of the seventeenth sec- 
tion of the said act, the offenders may be prosecuted and pun- 
ished according to those provisions; and that all bonds executed 
under the provisions of said act, and all civil rights and liabil- 
ities which have arisen or accrued under said act, and the 
remedies therefor, shall remain and continue as if said act had 


not been re ealed; anything herein contained to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


‘Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any officer 
charged with the safekeeping, transfer, or disburscment of 
public moneys, or connected with the Post Office Department. 
shall convert to his own use, in any way whatever, er shall 
use by way of investment in any kind of property or merchan- 
dise, or shall loan, with or without interest, any portion of 
the public moneys intrusted to him for safekeeping, transfer, 
disbursement, or for any other purpose, every such act shall 
be deemed and adjudged to be an embezzlement of «0 much 
of the said moneys as shall be thus taken, converted, invest- 
ed, used, or loaned, which is hereby declared to bea felony; 
andthe neglect or refusal to pay over, on demand, 7 public 
moneys in his hands, upon the presentation of a draft. order, 
or warrant drawn upon him, and signed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, or to transfer or disburse any such moneys 
prompily, according to law, on the legal requirement of a eu- 
perior officer, shall be prima facie evidence of such conversion 
to his own use of so much of the public moneys as may be in 
his hands. Any officer or agent of the United States, and all 
persons advising, or knowingly and ey eae in 
such embezzlement, upon being convicted thereof before an 
court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, shall, 
for every such offence, forfeit and pay to the United States a 
fine equal to the amount of the money embezzled, and chal! 
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suffer inxoprisonment for a term not lessthan six months, nor 
more than five years.” 

There was the law as it now stood. Were not 
these provisions penal enough to sa'isfy the gentle- 
man? Had the Commitice of Ways and Means 
neglected their doty, in not imposing greater penal- 
ties? If so, he would point them to the provisions 
of the famous exchequer bill, and then see if that 
measure provided better securities for the public 
money than now existed. Instead of prohibiting 
the public officers from using, investing, or loaning 
the public money, they were expressly authorized 
to do it.. He asked if the Commitee of Ways 
and Means had neglecied their dniy, when they 
said that these penalties for the unfaithful applica- 
tion of the public money were ample, and far bei- 
ter than the exchequer bill. 

Bat he had occupied more time on this subject 
thao ke had supposed he would, when he com- 
menced. He had a word to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetis, [Mr. Cusnina,] and others, 
who bad contended that this exchequer was not a 
Government bank. 

That he might not misrepresent the honorable 
member from Massachnsets, who spove first, and 
den ed that this was a Government bank, he would 
read his remarks as published; and, if there was 
any mistake in the report of them, he desired that 
Mr. F. then read as follows, 
from Mr. Cusnina’s speech on the exchequer bill : 

“There existed now no bank of the United States, and very 
few apecie-paying banks of any sort; so thal, now, the public 
dues were received either in gold and silver or in treasury notes. 
The whole subject was placed at absolute discretion in the 
hands of tie Treasurer, subject to the final diseretion of the 
President. Under these circumstances, the President came to 
Congress, and asked to be relieved from this discretion—asked 
that Congress would define and limit it. Now, to an appeal 
like this from the Executive of the country, what did the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means reply? Their reply to the Presi- 
dent wae: ‘No, you shall retain thie discretion; we will not re- 
lieve you from it, unless in one specific way, and that only— 
viz, inthe form of a joint stock charter for a bank of the Uni- 


ted States.’ This was the point to which the House were now 
brought.”’ 


On this assertion that the President had come to 
that House, and asked to be relieved from the dis- 
cretion vested in him, and asked to have his power 
defined and limited, he would appeal to facts for an 
answer. How had the President asked to be re- 
lieved?) The laws, as bad been shown, required 
the public treasure to be kept in the custody of the 
Treasurer of the United Siates. The law, as it 
stood, declared that if that Treasurer, or any other 
officer intrusted with any other public moncy, 
should use it, or lend or invest it, or in any other 
way dispose of it, or who should re/use or neglect 
to pay it over when required to do so, theact should 
be taken and deemed to be an embezziement, and 
should be punished with a fine to the amount of 
the whole som embezzled, and imprisonment for 
not less than six months, nor more than five years. 
Now, what did this bill propose? Did it propose 
to put the public money in the hands of any other 
person or persons than those appointed by the 
President of the United States? No. On the con- 
trary, it proposed to put the pablic money into the 
hands of a host of receivers; and not only that, bu! 
te put in their custody at the same place the hoards 
of private individuals. Did that look like a de- 
sire on his partto be relieved from responsibility? 
Thrice did Mark Anthony offer the crown to Casar 
on the Luperca!, and thrice did he refuse it; but he 
apprehended that the Executive had come to that 
Llouse with no such feeling, when he asked to be 
relieved from his responsibility. He only asked 
to bave it increased in a ten-fold degree; so that not 
only might he have the control of the public treas- 
ure, bat of all the private funds and banking of 
the nation. But to return to the speech of the 
gentieman from Massachusetts. The gentleman 
said: “Again the commitice insisted that the treas 
ury board was virtaally a Government bank.” 
Yes (said Mr. F.) we did insist that it was. The 
gentleman went on to speak as follows: 


“Mr. C. had often been surprised—yes, and humbled, too— 
toobserve how often worde could be put, and that by very sensi- 
bie men, in the place of things, and as a mask for the thing. 
The cry was, that this exchequer scheme was nothing but a 
plan for a Government bank. Why, so they might, with equal 
truth, say of every plan in which the treasury of the Unned 
Sates acts at all. If the exchequer was a bank because it re- 
ceived deposites, then the treasury was a bank too. If the 
exchequer was a bank because it afforded the means of trans- 
fer and exchange, then the treasury was a bank, for it did the 
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same. Before we undertook to object to any measure on the 
ground of mere words—and words too often intentionally vaga 
in their import—it became us to analyse the thing. Now, Mr. 
C. positively denied that the exchequer was a bank, in any 
sense of the word—popular or scientific; and he challenged 
gentlemen to show that there was in it anything analogous to a 
bank, which was not equally to be found in the treasury, either 
under the sub-treasury law, or as things now stood. It did, to 
be sure, perform acts which were in themselves the same as 
the acts of a bank.’ 


Well, really—as the gentleman said—we must 
look at the intention of the thing, and what acts it 
has to perform, to make it a bank. He asserts 
that this is no bank; and then concludes with the 
unqualified assertion that it performs acis which 
were, in themselves, the same as the acts of a 
bank. New, really, was there not some truth in 
the first part of the paragraph just read, in which 
the gentleman declared that ‘he had often been 
surprised—yes, and humbled, too—to observe how 
often words could be put (and that by very sensi- 
ble men) in the place of things, and as a mask for 
the thing?” But the gentieman said that this was 
no bank. Had he attempted to give his definition 
of what a bank was? He said, to be sure, that it 
performed the functions of a bank; but still it was 
no bank. Sir, (said Mr. F.,) I have been some- 
what puzzled myself to know what a bank is. He 
had a definition of a bank here, which he had 
transcribed from a work lately published, called 
“The History of Banking in the United States.” 
According to that definition, a bank was “a com- 
mercial institution or repository for the purpose of 
receiving the money of individuals, and to im- 
prove it by trafficking in merchandise, bullion, or 
bills of exchange; and may be of a public or private 
nature.’ Now, if this was the true definition of a 
bank, the exchequer certainly was one. 


In theefirst place, it was an institution or reposi- 
tory, in the language of the definition, for the pur- 
pose of receiving the money of individuals. This 
exchequer proposed a bank of deposite for the pur- 
pose of receiving the funds of individuals, and 
either to keep them in security professedly—how 
far it might do that, he would not pretend to say— 
or to improve them by trafficking in goods, bullion, 
or bills of exchange. This, it would be perceived, 
it was expressly authorized to do; for it was to deal 
in bills of exchange, by buying and selling them. 
There was the definition from one of the standard 
works of the country, which showed that this 
exchequer was a bank, and was from a writer who 
was divinterested, and, so far as he bad given evi- 
dence of it, without prejudice on the subject. But 
Mr. F. did not press this definition of a bank. 
A long time ago they had a discussion en 
the sub-treasury, which was created for the 
collection, safekeeping, transfer, and disburse- 
ment of the public money, by means of the 
Government’s own officers. This went far beyond 
the sub-treasury. That did not propose the buy- 
ing and selling of bills of exchange; this uid. 
That did not propose the receiving the deposites of 
individuals. That did not propose a board of di- 
rectors; this did. That did not propose branches 
in the States; this did. It would, therefore, be 
perceived that it went beyond the sub-ireasury in 
ils likeness toa bank. He would now give the 
definition of the gentleman of a Government bank, 
as given in his speech on the independent treasury 
bill. It was headed “treasury bank,” and was to 
be found in Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates 
for the year 1837, vol. 14, part Ist, page 883. Mr. 
F. then read the following from Mr. Cusnina’s 
speech on that vccasion: 


“FPREASURY BANK. 


“Notwithstanding the disclamations of any desire for added 
patronage, under cover of which this project is introduced to 
us; and notwithstanding my unwillingness to suspect the 
President of insincerity in this matter, still I cannot exclude 
from my mind the conviction that a bank, a national bank, is 
the ‘be-all and the end-all’ of the new experiment. We be- 
gin with a large issue of treasury drafts having circulation asa 
Currency. We proceed with yet larger issues of treasury notes 
express y inane he acurrency. All these have got to be 
funded hereafter. Ultimately they may be of large amount. 
They not only constitute, in themselves, the basis of a treasury 
bank, but a sort of introduction to the use of Government pa 
per as the paper medium of the country. Advocates of the 
new echeme admit that Government paper is to be the alter- 
native and the substitute for bank paper. The sub-treasuries 
themselves, when they are put in full operation, drawing back 
and forth on each other, issuing aod receiying large sums of 
money, and still more frequently issuing and receiving one 
kind or another, or paper credit based on the Government de- 
posites—will be a genuine bank in everything but the name.” 
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“Ia everything but the name!” Ob! what Was 
there ina name? And who did the House su 
pose gave that definition of a bank? It was te 
honorable friend from Massachusetts. [Laughter 
He had quoted from Gales & Seaton’s Debates ; 
1837, volume 14, part 1, page 883. He dig hot 
know bat he might insiruct the House by readin 
further from that speech; for it contained some 
good doctrine. The gentleman [Mr. Cusuin] had 
given them, in that speech, some good notions Tes 
specting Government paper, too; for he had eoy. 
ered the whole ground. He said, in reference to 
Government paper: 


“We are to have a paper currency, recognised by the Gov 
ernment of the United States, and employed in its dealings: by 
it is to be irredeemable Government paper. This is the new - 
new humbug. The fever fit of gold money has had its a 
That of paper succeeds it. If the scheme were not too laugha. 
bly absurd to spend time in arguing about it serious!y—if ih, 
mischiefs of a Government paper-money Currency had not hag 
an out-and-out trial, both in Europe and America,—] mich; 
discuss it as a question of political economy. But I will not 
occupy the time of the committee in this way. 1am astounded 
at the fatuity of any setof men who can think of such a projec, 
Has Law’s Mississippi bubble—have the bills of credit oj the 
colonies—has the continental money of the Confederation 
have the assignats of the French republic—imparted no warp. 
ing lesson to the present generation? It is, notoriously, of aij 
the means by which a Government can raise money, the mog 
liable to abuse- of all currencies, the most impossible to main. 
tain conformable to any fixed standard of value. We, in the 
time of the colonies and of the Confederation, did everythi 
we could do togive to the paper of the Government the qualf. 
ties of money. Did we succeed? You know that, in spite of 
all Government could do or say to prevent it, Our paper mone 
went on perpetually depreciating in value, unti! a hundred dol. 
lars of it could scarce pay for a breakfast.” 


Such was the description of Government bank- 
ing, from the great advocate of thatscheme. And 
there were some other things in that speech to 
which he might advert; but he would yield the 
floor, rather than occupy it for the few minutes that 
remained to him, if the House were ready to take 
the question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved the previous question, 
and reminded the House that this was private-bill 
day. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for tellers, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 

Mr. CUSHING called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
as follows—yeas 66, nays 141. 

YEAS —Messrs. Allen, Arrington, Borden, Bowne, Brewster, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burnell, John Campbell, Casey, Chapman, 
Clinton, Coles, Cowen, Cross, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, John C. Edwards, Ferris, C. A. Floyd, Fornance, 
Gerry, Gilmer, Patrick G, Goode, Wm. O. Goode, Harris, 
Hastings, Hopkins, Houston, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
William W. Irwin, Wm. Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, Isaac 
D. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Matlory, Marchand, 
John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Mitchell, Morris, Newhard, 
Parmenter, Rencher, Reynolds, Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Win. Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Stokely, Sweney, 
Jacob Thompson, Tillinghast, Van Buren, Ward, Weller, 
Westbrook, Thomas W. Williams, Winthrop, and Wood—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Audrews, Arnold, Atherton, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Bar- 
nard, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Board- 


man, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burke, William Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Cald- 
well, Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Childs, 


Chittenden, John C, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Clifford, Colquitt, 
Cranston, Cravens, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Doig, Eastman, 
John Edwards, Egbert, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, John 
G. Floyd, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Gentry, ae 
don, Graham, Granger, Green, Gustine, Hail, Halsted, ier 
Henry, Houck, Howard, Hubard, Hunter, Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, Jack, James, John W. Jones, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham 
McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, McKeon, 
Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Moore, Morrow, Osborne, 
Owsley, Partridge, Payne, Pearce, Pendleton, Powell, Rameey, 
Benjamin Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, 
Reding, Ridgway, Rodney, Rogers, Wm. Russell, James M. 
Russell, Saltonstall, Sewell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Stanly, Stratton, Alex. H. H. + ope N John T. Stuart, 
Summers, John B. Thompson, Richard W. T jompson, Toland 
Tomlinson, Triplett, Trotti, Turney, Underwood, Wallace, 
Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, 
Christopher H. Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, an4 John 
Young—i4l. 


So the resolutions were not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the previous que* 
tion, and tellers were called and ordeied. 

Mr. CUSHING withdrew his amendment 1 
strike out the word “not” from the resolution of 
the majority of the Committee of Ways and Meat:, 
which afprmed that it was “not” expedient to adogt 
the Executive plan of the exchequer. 

Mr. BoarpMan and Mr. Reap were then ap 
pointed tellers to take the vote on seconding the 
demand for the previous question; and they re 
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ried 98 in the affirmative, and 75 in the negative; 
bere was a second. The main question was 
ordered to be put. The question then re~ 
on the resolution of the minority of the 
mittee, which was presented by Mr. ArnErton, 
ip the following words: 
and that the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed 
ina bill regulating the collection, safekeeping, transfer, 
disbursement of the public moneys, in such a manner as 
as far as possible, substitute provisions of law for execu- 
seeaiscretion in the management of the finances; shal! prevent 
te moneys of the people from being used for purposes of 
ulation and emolument, and shal] render the Gov- 
eoment independent of the agency and influence of moneyed 
corporations. ; : 
Mr. PICKENS wished it to be understood that 
that was not a substitute for, but an addition to, the 
rt of the majority of the committee. 
The yeas and nays were called for on the amend- 
pent; and being ordered, resulted as follows—yeas 
105, nays 116. 


yEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherion, Beeson, Bidlack, 
flack, Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, 
Burke, William O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, 
Cary, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, 
(ross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doan, Doig, Kastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, 
Joho G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F, Foster, 
Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Gwin, 
Halsted, Harris, Hastings, Hays, eae Houck, Houston, 
Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, 
Cave Johoson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Andrew 
Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
hobert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, llory, Marchand, Al- 
fred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Miller, 
Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, Pattridge, Payne, Pickens, 

Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, Shields, William Smith, 
Soyder, Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, Jacob Thompson, Trotti 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, and 
Wood—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sher- 
jock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Burnell, 
William Butler, Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cowen, 
Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, 
Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, 
Geary, Giddings, Patsick G. Goode, Graham, Granger, 
Green, Hall, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. In- 
esol], James Irvin, James, William Cost Johnson, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Lane, Lion, McKennan, Samson Mason, Ma- 
thiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Osborne, Owsley, Pearce, 
Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Alexancer 
Randall, Randolph, Bidewey, Rodney, William Russell, James 
M. Russell, Saltonstall, Shepperd, Slade, Truman Smith, Stan- 
ly, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, 
Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trumbull, Un- 
derwood, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, 
Ioeph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Christopher H. Wil. 
liama, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, Augustus 
Young, and John Young—116. 


The question then came up on the adoption of 
the following resolution of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, viz: 


Resolved, That the plan of an exchequer presented to Con- 
ess fly the Secretary of:the Treasury at the last session of 
Congress, entitled ‘A bill amendatory of the several acts estab- 
lishing the Treasury Department,” ought not to be adepted. 


And, the roll having been called, the result 
was—yeas 193, nays 19, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andrews, Arnold, Arrington, Atherton, Aycrigg, Bab- 
cock, Baker, Barnard, Beeson, Bidjack, Birdseye, Black, Blair, 
Boardman, Botts, Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Charles Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burke, Burnell, William Butler, William O. Buder, 
Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Cary, Casey, Chap- 
man, Childs, Chittenden, John C, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Cranston, Cravens, Cross, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, De- 
berry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, John Edwards, John C. Edwards, 
Egbert, Evereu, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, Jobn G. Floyd, 
Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gates, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmer, 
William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Granger, Green, Gustine, 
Gwin, Hall, Harris, Hays, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Howard, 
Hubard, Hunter, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersell, 
James Irvin, James, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, 
John P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Lewis, Linn, Litvefield, Lowell, 
Abraham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKennan, 
McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Samson Mason, 
Joba Thomson Mason, Mathiot, Mathews, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
maarom, Newhard, Oliver, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Par- 
indge, yne, Pearce, Pendleton, Pickens, Powell, ‘Ramsey, 
Ben ndall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Read, Red- 
nee Reynolds, Rhewt, Ridgway, Riggs, Rodney, Rogers, Roose- 
relt, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, Saunders, 

ell, Shepperd, Shields, Slade, Truman Smith, ore, 
Sprigg, Stanly, Steenrod, Stokely, Stratton, Alexander H. H. 
Swart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Sumter, Sweney,. Talia- 
fetto, Joho B. Thompson, . Jacob 
0) Trotti, Trumbull, 

r 


Raat a Peat os 
‘om 
Taras Unde: ea Van Buren, Wallace, Ward, Warren, 
Weller, Westbrook, Edward D. White, donee L. 
White, her H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Wood, 
may a ustus Young, and John Young—193. 


Na essrs. Barton, Borden, Bowne, Green W. Caldwell 
Cowen, Cushing, Thomas F. Foster, Patrick G. Goode, Hal- 
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sted, Hudson, William W. Irwin, William Cost Johnson, Isaac 
D. Jones, Morris, Rencher, Tillinghast, Thomas W. Williams, 
and Winthrop—18. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. BURNELL moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just given, and supported his motion with 
some remarks; which, from the noise in the hall, 
the reporter could not catch distinctly enough to 
report. After he concluded, he withdrew his mo- 
tion. 


Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL renewed the 
motion for reconsideration. The first part of Mr. 
INGERSOLL’s remarks were entirely inaudible to the 
reporter, in consequence of the distance he spoke 
from. When heard, he was understood to say that 
the monetary concerns of the nation belonged,to 
the House of Representatives; and he desired to 
see the day when that sentiment shall prevail in all 
parts ef the country. It would tend more to the 
settlement of our difficulties, the tranquillity of par- 
ties, and the interests and happiness of the coun- 
try, than anything else that had been proposed. 


In the outset of his remarks, he would premise 
that he opposed any measure presented by the 
present Chief Magistrate with great reluctance, 
because he felt under obligations to him for several 
of his public acts since he had been in the Execu- 
tivechair.. He felt thus both as a Representative 
and as a citizen of the United States; and would 
be happy if he had it in his power to coincide with 
him in the measures be proposed. He would fur- 
ther take this occasion to say, that he felt under a 
deep debt of gratitude to the President of the 
United States, for proving to this country a truth 
which it had not before been awakened to. It had 
been said, as a matter of reproach to the President, 
by a distinguished gentleman, that he was a 
President without a party. He would not say 
whether it was desirable or not that a Presi- 
dent should have a party; but this he would say, 
that Mr. Tyler had been the instrument—possibly 
the unconscious instrument—of teaching these 
United States of America that there was a virtue 
in their Constitution that they had not been aware 
of; that the great functions of the Government, ex- 
ecutive, judicial, and legislative, might be admin- 
istered by the demise of the Chief Magistrate’s 
bringing to the Executive chair a gentleman not 
intended for it. No man could contemplate the 
event without perceiving that, in this new and dif- 
ficult aspect of our Constitution, everything worked 
well. Hedid not mean to speak in reference to 
party measures, for he was aware that many dis- 
approved of what had been done and what had 
not been done; but he meant to say that, in this 
new state of things, there was no check to the 
working of our system of government, and it had 
gone on prosperously as heretofore. Though 
in the condition of parties, the aspect of things 
might be changed, yet, without extolling the 
present President, he wished the community 
to understand that, at all times, under such 
circumstances, the administration of this Govern- 
ment, or the functions of this Government, had 
been performed as usual; and we find true what 
Mr. Jefferson said—that this was the strongest Gov 
ernment in the world. He regretted, because of 
his personal relations with the President—which 
were of the mcst kind and friendly nature—ihat 
he was compelled to oppose any measure presented 
by him to this House; yet he had determined that 
he would take the earliest oppoitunity, not only of 
opposing this exchequer plan, proposed by the 
President, but he would take leave to add, as a 
matier of further opposition to him, that it had 
been proposed by the Executive at all. The act 
of 1789, which had been brought into view to- 
day, for the first time, was perhaps not as fa- 
miliar to gentlemen as it ought to be. He 
had studied it with care, and had come to the 
conclusion that that act of Hamilton, Ellsworth, 
Ames, and others, framed by those who aided in 
framing the Constitution, contained the germe and 
basis of all we wanted; and that it was by depart- 
ing from that germe and basis our subsequent diffi- 
culties bad arisen. It was by going back as far 
as possible to that ac', that the difficulties under 
whieh we now labor are to be overcome. Now 

} he did not wish to be understood as referring to the 
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independent treasury. He had voted for 1 woen 
it was passed into a law, and he had voted fer it 
today; but he was not exclusively wedded to it. 
He was inclined to think that it never should have 
been made an Executive or party question; and 
that all we wanted was to insist on the 
principle contained in it. The act of 1789 
was infinitely better than the sub-treasury, 
and possessed within itself all we want- 
ed. We had, therefore, nothing to do bat to 
go back to that from which the convulsions of par- 
ties had driven us. Shortly afier that act was 
passed, the Bank ,of the Uniied States went 
into operation; and how? Mr. |. here recited the 
resolution of Congress, which, he said, was con- 
strued to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
report a plan for a national bank at the pext ses- 
sion; and the consequence was, a bank became for 
a long time the keeper and disburser of tbe public 
funds, and, in the lamentable instance of the second 
Bank of the United States, became the despot 


of the Government. Immediately after the 
Bank of the United States came the State 
banks. The United States Bank of Penn- 


sylvania was begun under the auspices of 
a highly distinguished gentleman, whose {rend- 
ship he had the happiness to enjoy; and the 
Manhattan Bank, as he had always understood, 
was commenced under the auspices of the then Vice 
President of the United Siates. Both these banks 
were established to counteract the influence of the 
national bank. Things went on for years in the 
same way, under the suspensions in Engiand, and 
expansions and contractions in this country, till this 
Government was nearly banked to destruction. He 
would say again, that the convulsion of parties 
had thrown us back again upon the act of 1789, for 
there was but little left of the sub-treasury. Lei us, 
then, (said Mr. I.,) be cautious how we take a single 
step beyond that; let us look well what we do. What 
did the Executive recommendtothem? Herecom- 
mended a treasury bank; and though, for his own 
part, he had never been able to understand the horror 
expressed for such an instituiion by many honorable 
men of the country, yet he took it for granted that 
a treasury bank was much to be deprecated. He 
knew it was the opinion of Mr. Madison, as well as 
of many eminent men of the country, that a treas- 
ury bank, witha paper circulation, and with the 
power to regulate efthanges, was a most formi- 
dable and most dangerous institution. No Gov- 
ernment should ever have his vote for such an in- 
stitution. No Government, with his vote, should 
ever have the power to issue paperatail. He 
could not vote for it, unduly pressed on them, as 
he thought. He was notin the habit of being in- 
fluenced by the public press; but, from what he 
saw, he thought the Executive and all its branches 
had made this project a favorite object; and this, 
with him, was a very strong objection to it. 


After some other observations, which were very 
imperfectly heard, he alluded to the speech of the 
Secretary of State, delivered in Faneuil Hal, 
Boston, in which Mr. Webster said that, if there 
was any subject which he understood, it was this 
one; and he further said, that he was a buliionist. 
He (Mr. I.) denied that the Secretary of State 
was a bullionis!; be denied that any man could bea 
bullionist who would give to the Executive of these 
United States the power to issue paper money that 
was not immediately convertible; aad yet that was 
the project of Mr. Webster. Instead of such views 
being the emanation of a master mind, as they were 
called the other day, he, (Mr. 1.,) an humble and 
comparatively insignificant individual, pronounced 
them crudities and puerilities. He was of opinion that, 
if he Secretary of State, instead of occupying his great 
mind (if greatit were) on treasury projects, with 
which he had nothing to do, would occupy his great 
mind on what was the legitimate province of his de- 
partment—the extension of commerce with foreign 
nations—he would produce more good, for he mizht 
aid in bringing the exchanges in our favor, ty 
bending the energies of his great mind to that sub- 
ject, instead of wasting them where they would be 
profitiess. He had heard it suggested that the See- 
retary of State was before long toleave for England 
on a sort ‘of Ashburton special mission, tomake a 
commercial treaty between England and this coun- 
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try; and he [Mr. Incersott] would send him on that 


errand; for, properly regarded, it was agrest errand. 
He farther alluded to the admission by Mr. Web- 
ster in bis Faneuil Hall speech, that a United 
States bank was an obsolete idea, which afforded 
proof that something was gained. He deemed 
much to be gained when Mr. Webster admitted a 
bank to be an obsolete idea; and if he would apply 
his talents, with those of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, to develop the resources of the country, its 
prosperity would be put on a more satistactory 
foundation. The honorable gentleman made other 
observations, which were totally lost at the repor- 
ter’s desk. 


Mr.1.D. JONES next obtained the floor, and was 
assailed with cries of “‘adjeurn,” “adjourn,” and 
“goon, goon.” He said if any other gentleman 
wished to go on to night, he would yield to him the 
floor. 


Mr. WISE said he had a few words to say, 
which he wished to say to night; and the gentle- 
mao from Maryland could have his hour to-mor- 
row. He wished io make his observations to night, 
for the House was just waking up to the subject. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. GRANGER called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WISE said he was willing to sit until can- 
dle-light, for he had just woke up like Rip Van 
Winkle, and he wanted to explain what had hap- 
pened while he had been asleep. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered upon 
the motion to adjourn, Mr. CAVE JOHNSON 
withdrew it. 


Mr. ISAAC D. JONES then commenced his re- 
marks. He said that his object in rising was to 
explain the reasons for his vote upon the resolution 
by which the exchequer scheme had been con- 
demned—having been prevented from doing so 
this morning by the operation of the previous 
question. He referred to the fact, that the State- 
bank system had not an advocate in the country; 
and yet it was the only system now in force. Why 
should this system of keeping the public money be 
allowed to remain in operation, when it did not 
have a friend in the country? Congress had twice 
shown its preference for a national! bank; but that 
had been as cften vetoed; and it was, moreover, 
doubtful whether the stock gf such an institution 
could be subscribed. He preferred even that the 
sub-treasury should be adopted, bad as it was, 
rather than the public money should remain in the 
hands of the Executive. He was unwilling to 
trust any longer to Executive discretion; therefore, 
he had voted against the resojution of the commit- 
tee, by which the exchequer plan was condemned. 
In doing so, he wished it to be understood that the 
recommendation of the Executive had no in- 
fluence upon him. He did not look to the quarter 
whence the scheme came; and he was the last man 
in the House who would yield anything to the Ex- 
ecutive in the initiation of measures. When tbe 
House went into committee upon the exchequer 
bill, he should express his views at large, and the 
reasons which would induce him to vote for it. 

Mr. ARNOLD next obtained the floor, and ex- 
pressed a desire to address the House, because, as 
the “godlike Daniel” had remarked, he thought he 
understood the subject thoroughly. He would not, 
however, discuss the bill which this morning re- 
ceived so signal a defeat; because it would be like 
pouring water on a drowned mouse. Afier an ex- 
pression of his opinion in favor of the bankrupt 
law, and a notice to the House that he should con. 
tinue to call up his retrenchment bill, he moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. WISE appealed to the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion, io order to enable him to explain 
the cause of his absence this morning, when the 
vote was taken upon the exchequer. 

Mr. ARNOLD consented, provided the gentle 
man from Virginia would only speak ten minutes. 

Mr. WISE said if there was anything which be 
spurned, it was the suspicion of dodging. He 
therefore asked the Speaker to inform him what 
gestions had been taken during his absence. 
Which baving been done, he said that to-day, for 
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the first time during the session, he had felt the 
sensation of hunger, his health being bad. 


Ele re- 
tired to the lower part of the Capitol to snaich a 
snack, [A voice: “Bnices, do you bear that?”] and 
while there, he fell intoa conversation which de- 
tained him from the House for some time. To his 
ulter astonishment he found, when he returned, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. 
INGERSOLL] on the floor, discussing the merits 
of the Secretary of State, the exchequer, and 
matiers and things in general. As during his ab- 
sence the House had voted upon the proposition of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. Arner- 
ToN,] and also upon the resolution of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and he would not appear 
on the journal of the House, he would make a re- 
quest of the reporters of both papers to record 
nunc protunc what would have been his votes in 
case he were present. Upon the resolution ef the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, he should have 
voted ay; and secondly, on the proposition of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, he should have 
voted no. He hoped this declaration would vindi- 
cate him from any suspicion of dodging. Indeed, 
his constituents, and most of the members of the 
House, knew him too well to think he would re- 
sort to any such thing. 


Had not the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. An- 
NOLD] puta limit upon him worse than the hour 
rule, he would go on and show the reason of the 
votes he should have given. He stated some of 
them yesterday. Nothing could induce him to vote 
for such a proposition as that brought in by the 
Committee of Ways and Means; for he well re- 
membered his indignant feelings in 1837, when Mr. 
Cambreleng, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, brought inthe negative proposition that a 
bank of the United States ought not to be estab- 
lished. He then held that it was an abandonment 
of the legislative duty of Congress with regard to 
the currency. Therefore, with the same feelings 
of indignation, he would have voted against this 
negative proposition, regarding it also as an aban- 
donment of the power of Congress over the finan- 
ces of the country. 


He then referred to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Inaersoiy,] and 
said he should be obliged to that gentleman—who 
was so bold as to say that Daniel Webster knew 
nothing about finance, judging by his Faneuil Hall 
speech—if he had informed the House what was 
his substitute for the exchequer. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said the law of 1789 


with some modifications. 


Mr. WISE remarked, that this was anything 
but a definition, according to Blackstone, and 
would throw open the whole field of experiment 
and exploration. The act of 1789 was to be con- 
demned o2 many accounts, as had been remarked 
by his friend from Maryland [Mr. I. D. Jongs ] 
Moreover, the exchequer itself was bui a proposi- 
tion to modify the law of 1789. After some fur- 
ther remarks, Mr. W. expressed the hope that the 
House would, on to-morrow, go into committee 
on the exchequer, calmly discuss it on its own 
merits, and decide its fate without party recrimina- 
lion, or reference to party objects. His ten min- 
utes having expired, he concluded by moving the 
previous question. 


Mr. POPE requested the gentleman to withdraw 
the motion for the previons question for a moment; 
and, Mr. Wise (with the approbation of Mr. Ar- 
NOLD) assenting, Mr. P. explained that pressing 
and important business prevented him from being 
present when the vote was taken. He had no 
particular desire to vote on the resolutions, as he 
could vote on the exchequer bill, when it came up; 
but, as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] 
had thought proper to say how he would have vo- 
ted, had he been present, he (Mr. P.) would do the 
same thing He should have voted for the resolu- 
tion, and against the amendment; for, until the 34 
of March next, he was bound to his constituents to 
vote for a bank of the United States. 

Mr. EVERETT then moved to lay the motion 
for reconsideration on the table; which was car- 
ried, without a division; and 

The House adjourned. 





summer term of the circuit and district co 


| referred to the Commiitee on the Judiciary. 


| States to communicate to this House, if not incom. 

| patible with the public interests, any information 

| in possession of the Government as to the Degotia. 

| sion of California by Mexico to England. 

|| subject of the warehousing system. 

|| bill from the Senate for the relief of the Petersbyy, 
| House should now take up; and, if the House 


| would agree to do so, he pledged himself to move 
|| the previous question, to prevent the consumption 
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Sarurpay, January 28, 1843. 
Mr. RIDGWAY presented a memorial, Signed 
by 41 members of the Ohio Legislature, agi 
Congress to repeal the law which removed ih. 
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Mr. TILLINGHAST presenied certain reseln. 
tions of the Legislature of Rhode Island, relative to 
the rates of postage. 

Mr. GILMER presented a resolution, (which was 
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tion of a treaty, or of overtures to treat, for the ces. 
Mr. BOARDMAN presented a petition on the 
Mr. PICKENS said there was on the table . 


Railroad Company, which he desired that the 





of the time of the House with that subject. The 


company wished a decision of the House, one way He als« 
or the other. bill for th 

| Mr. COWEN objected, this being private bil Mr. G 
ay. Pensions, 
Mr. KEIM presented two petitions, signed by which W 
Wm. Green, Abraham Bebm, and one hundred Bowler a 
and fifty highly respectable Democratic citizens of Mr. B) 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to lic Land: 

|| create $200,000,000 of national stock to be distribu. H. Brow 
‘| ted to the States: referred to the Committee on Mr. 7 
| Assumption of State Debis. Jadiciar, 
Mr. READ presented the petition and docu- ther con: 


ments of Lois Robinson, praying for bounty land, which w 
or half-pay for five years in lieu thereof: referred ur. C 


to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. lie Buil 
Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Sewal| relief of 
Lake, and 45 other citizens of Bucksport, Maine, referred. 


for an additional duty on sawed lumber, fire. Mr. E 
wood, spars, &c., which was referred to the Com- War D 


|| mittee of Ways and Means. Also, the petition of relation 
Darius Dickey, of Jonesport, Maine, for remune- the Siot 
ration for services ;endered in the capture of the which ( 
British schooner Industry during the late war lor pro 

with Great Britain; which was referred to the which \ 
Committee of Claims. Affairs 

| Mr. G@IDDINGS appealed to the House to take Mr. | 
up the bills on the private calendar, yesterday hav- Land ¢ 
ing been occupied with a subject which superseded peuulons 
that order of business. 

Mr. CUSHING objected, and moved that the This 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Mr. Pa 
on the state of the Union; avowing his object to be Mr. 
to move to take up the exchequer bill. He had explar 
been so continuously reproved for not doing this, lected 
that he would in future make the motion daily, un- nia [! 
til be accomplished his purpose. some | 

Mr. PAYNE inquired if the resolution respect that it 
ing the refunding of the fine of General Jackson, lempt: 


was not in order during the morning hour. \lema 
The SPEAKER replied that it was a part of the Hous 





business of the morning hour, if not set aside by Hous 
a resolution of the House. him | 
The SPEAKER put the question on the motion Louis 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Cusa- law | 
ING,] and it was negatived. ; preci 
Mr. McKENNAN renewed the motion of the State 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] to appro with 
priate this day to the private calendar. ; to ¢o 
This motion was agreed to after being modified, Hi 
on the suggestion of Mr. PICKENS, so as to ‘ake Dige 
effect after the morning hour. . lion | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the following M 
resolution; which was read twice, and committed risin 
to the Committee on Public Lands; after a brief felt 
statement of the necessity which existed for ils Hou 
passage. (his 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 10 Sa 
of the United’ States of America in e838 assembled, from 
Thatin ali cases where a soldier of the Jast or revolutionary war, aid 
who wasentitied to bounty land, has died without obtaining ‘ , 
patent for the land, and w — is made by & te how 
the heirs of the deceased soldier for the bounty land, it shall trait 
the duty of the proper officers of the War and Treasury - him 
partments to iseue the warrant and patent in the name of 
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deceased soldier, without specifying each; and the 
pare io in the name of the heirs generally, shall inure 


ss ole, in 8 tions ast . 
Bis ace rts of Sean inthe Buta or Tertiory 
veare the soldier died. 

The SPEAKER then called for reports from 
committees, and the following were presented: 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York, from the 
Committee on Patents, reported a bill for the relief 
of Siephen K. Jennings; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on 
yilitary Affairs, moved that the commitiee be dis- 
darged from the further consideration of the me- 
porial of citizens of Ohio, asking a grant of land 
in the Oregon Territory, and that it be referred to 
ine special committee heretofore appointec; which 
vas agreed lo. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
tand Claims, reported adversely on the petition of 
g. M. T. Moss. 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the discharge of the 
Committee of Claims from. the petition of citi- 
wos of Cayuga county, New York, praying 
that the fine of General Jackson, which the 
President, in his annual message, recommended 
should be refunded, should be given to the chil- 
jren of John Adams. 

Healsomade an adverse report on the Senate 
bill for the relief of Stalker & Hill. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made several adverse reports; amongst 
which were reports on the petitions of Joseph 
Bowler and George Poo}, 

Mr. BREWSTER, fromthe Committee on Pub- 
ic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 
H. Brown; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. TURNBULL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, moved that it be discharged from the far- 
her consideration of the petition of David Jones; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CRANSTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported a bill for the 
relief of John Skirving; which was read twice and 
referred. 

Mr. FILLMORE presented documents from the 
War Department, communicating information in 
relation to the appropriation for hoiding atreaty with 
he Sioux Indians in 1841, and the authority under 
which Governer Doty acied in drawing the drafts 
for provisions and goods furnished to the Indians; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
peiuon of John H. Howard. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 

This subject next came up ia order, on which 
Mr. Payne was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BOTTS requested permission to make an 
explanatory statement. He said it would be recol- 
lected that, when the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
uia (Mr. C. J. IGeRsoLL] addressed the House, 
some days ago, he laid down the broad principle 
that there was no legal authority to punish con- 
lempts by attachments, and on that point the gen- 
\leman challenged the legal knowledge of that 
House. And when he(Mr. Borrs) addressed the 
House, the gentleman from Pennsylvania asked 
tum how the common law became the law of 
Louisiana; to which he replied, that the common 
‘aw became the law of the State of Louisiana, 
precisely as it became the law of every other 
Sate in the Union. Since that time, he had met 
wih an authority on that point, which he wished 
‘0 communicate to the House. 

Se was then understood to quote Gordon’s 
Digest, article 106, page 480, being the 14th sec- 
Yon of the judiciary act of 1789. 

_Mr. PAYNE then resumed the floor,and said, on 
"sing to address the House on this occasion, he 
‘tsomewbat as a gentleman who addressed the 
House afew days ago felt. He had reflected on 
‘tls question, and on some parts of it he had wished 
saya few words; but, by the adjournment of it 
tom day to day, much of what he intended to have 


‘tid had passed from his recoliection, and he should || 


tow find it exceedingly difficult to strike on the 
‘rain of thought which he had chalked out for 
timself. Besides, there was another thought in his 
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mind, when he before wished to address the House 
on this subject. He had thought that,cn an appeal to 


| the justice and magnanimity of the House, there 


would have been tound no difficulty in agreeing to 
this proposition; but he had since abandoned that ex- 
pectation. The speech of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Borrs] had satisfied him that such 
were the tramme!s of party, that the appeal he had 
contemplated would be useless: he should therefore 
not appeal to this Congress at all, but he should 
look beyond it, to the American people; and in 
making his appeal to them—and they were the 
fountain of all justice, as of all authority on poli- 
tical questions—he had not the slightest doubt that 
his appeal would be heard, and that the time 
would come when an appeal to that tribunal would 
produce an effect which would so operate on this 
body as to force the passage of the measure un- 
der consideration. When this question was ex- 
amined before that tribunal, it would be gaged by 
the square of justice; it would not be asked if its 
passage would promote the aspirations of any par- 
ticular individual for the Presidency, or its adop- 
ton blight the hopes ard prospects of other am- 
bitious aspirants, who may be looking to that ele- 
vation. As he had said, it would be gaged by 
the square of justice; and the only question that 
would be asked would be, was General Jackson 
justified in the course he adopted at New Orleans? 
Was he justified or not?’ If he was, they would 
at once declare that this fine sheuld be refunded; 
but if he was wrong, no human being under 
heaven would desire, he (Mr. P.) apprebended, 
that it should be done. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Borrs}] asked where General Jackson 
got his authority to declare martial law at New 
Orleans; and as the question had been asked, he 
would proceed to answer it. He should not con- 
tend that either the Constitution or the laws justi- 
fied General Jackson in declaring martial law at 
New Orleans: he conceded that point. He would 
go further; and admit that, so particular had been 
tne people of the United States in the adoption of 
coastitutions, that there was scarcely a constitution 
which did not expressly declare that the military 
was subordinate to the civil power; and the Con- 
stitution of the United States contained the same 
doctrine. Yet, notwithstanding all this, it did not 
follow that, in time of war, a case might not arise 
in which it was justifiable—nay, in which it was 
essential—that a commander should assume the 
responsibility of declaring martial law. The pres- 
ervation of the army itself, and of the country, 
trom an invading army, would furnish circum- 
stances under which a commander would be justi- 
fied in declaring martial law. The ground, then, 
on which he predicated the authoritv of General 
Jackson to declare martial law at New Orleans, 
were these grounds of self-defence which were 
paramount to all written constitutions and laws; 
and his defence and justification rested on the ne- 
cessity of the measure. 


He then cited the instance of the invasion of 
Florida by General Jackson at the time the ter- 
ritory belonged to the King of Spain, a neutral 
power. There was no authority for such invasion. 
Yet the country was inhabited by Indians, who 
were constantly committing depredations on the 
Americans; and who were incited thereto, and sup- 
plied with ammunition, by the English. General 
Jackson saw the necessity of invading this terri- 
tory; for self-preservation was paramount to all 
constitutional law. The King of Spain earnestly 
protested aga'nst the ccnduct of Genera! Jackson, 
and demanded his removal from command. Bat 
the General, then, had an able champion and de- 
fender—a man who should, at least, be authority 
on questions of constitutional law with a majority 
of this House. He referred to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams] Mr. P. then read 
anextract from the complaint of the Spanish min- 
ister, and the answer made by Mr. Apams on be- 
half of this Government. It was, indeed, difficult 
to find a more conclusive and ample defence of 
General Jackson, than tha! made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetis. That gentleman then said 
that General Jackson was governed by the most 
enlarged patriotism, and by a pressing necessity, of 
which he alone could be the judge. General Jack- 


son did judge; and the consequences of his entrance 
into the territory of the neatral King of Spain were 
well known. 

Now he contended that every principle involved 
in the invasion, by General Jackson, of a neutral 
territory, was also involved in this declaration of 
martial law at New Orleans. The question very 
naturally arose, Why was it that the distinguished 
gentieman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] who 
was formerly so able a champion of General Jack- 
son, now turned round, at the end of thirty years, 
to become—he had almost said—the reviler and 
slanderer of him whom he once so powerfully de- 
fended? He would not say that the feeling evinced 
by the gentleman had its origin ia the political 
contest of 1828; but he could tell the gentleman 
that others Jess charitable than himself not only 
thought such to be the fact, but were not backward 
in so declaring. 

The next view which he took of the declaration 
of martial law by General Jackson, was the ne- 
ceasity of the case. Upon the establishment of the 
necessity of declaring martial law alone depended 
the justification of the General. If, therefore, it 
could be established that martial law was necessa- 
ry when General Jackson declared it, he would de- 
mand the passage of this bill to refund the fine. 
In order to do this, he must advert to the facts as 
related in the history of the times. He read from 
Martin’s Histery of Louisiana, to show that a 
large number of the people of that State wee al- 
ways adverse to a change in their government, and 
tv becoming members of the Confederacy; that 
they were disaffected; and that they were ready to 
become traitors when occasion cffered. He also 
read from the address of the British commander, 
when arriving in Louisiana, proclaiming to the 
people cf Kentucky, Tennessee, and others, that, 
should they start aside, they might have money ia 
abundance, and a good price for their productions. 
These patriotic individuals paid no aitention to the 
proclamation of the British commander; and, for 
the honer of humanity, it was to have been hoped 
that none would be forced to aid the British com- 
mander in circulating his incendiary publication, 
But enemies were found who circulated the pamph- 
let, and scattered copies of it all over the country 
between Mobile and the Mississippi. There were, 
besides this, other evidences ot the existence of 
treason. The Executive continued to inform Gen. 
Jackson that the country was filled with enemies 
and spies. Even one of the colonels was tainted, 
and contemplated a surrender to the British. He 
could not say whether the Legislature were infect- 
edor nol; but, if he had its journal, he might, per- 
haps, put his hand on one or more propositions 
that would throw some light on the subject. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Borrs] had 
said that General Jackson acted merely upon 
vague rumor, and had not informed the public 
where he derived his information of the treason 
which existed. The gentleman from Virginia, it 
would be remembered, informed the House that he 
never read but one law book in his life. From 
this remark, it would be nothing more than natu- 
ral to suppose that he had been equally negligent 
in reading the history of his country. He (Mr. 
P.) made ne such charge, because everybody knew 
that the gentleman from Virginia was very well 
versed in the history of this country. 

Mr. BOTTS said, that what he observed on a 
former occasion was, that General Jackson had 
not given any reasons for his suspicion of the ex- 
istence of treason, so far as he (Mr. B.) had yet 
ascertained. 

Mr. PAYNE remarked that he was proceeding 
on the supposition that the gentleman had omitted 
to read the history of the times. It would have 
certainly been improper in General Jackson to 
take ihe course he did, without controlling reasons. 

Mr. BOTTS here inquired what history the 
gentleman had got his information from. 

Mr. PAYNE said from Martin’s History of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BOTTS said he had never read that book. 

Mr. PAYNE resumed, and read a passage con- 
taining information of the treason then in progress, 
communicated to General Jackson by Colonel 


1} Duncan. He also read (to show that General 
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Jackson did not act on vague and general sus- 
icions) a passage from La Tour. How, then, 
be asked, was the city of New Orleans to be 
saved? How defended against a powerful in- 
vading enemy, except by declaring martial law? 
General Jackson saw and felt the responsibility 
of his situation, and he ordered New Orleans to be 
put onder the same relesasa military camp. It 
was pul under garrison; all the avenues coming into 
and going out of the cily were blocked up, and all 
communication cut off between traitors within 
and the enemy without. The next thing was 
the publication, by Mr. Louallier, of an in- 
cendiary pamphlet, the object of which was to 
produce mutiny and disobedience to the orders 
of General Jackson. 


the order of General Jackson. On this head of the 
subject, he would remark, that there was an argu- 
ment in the Democratic Review so full and concla- 
sive, that he need not say anything more; but 
wouid content himself by having it printed in his 
speech when that should be published in full. 

He then went on to argue that New Orleans 
could not have been saved, except for the declara- 
tion of martial law. 


He was arresied, together | 
with Judge Ha'l, (who became his accomplice,) by | 


The forces of the Americans | 


amounted to but 3,000 men; many of them raw | 


soldiers, undisciplined, inexperienced, and without 
proper arms. Against them, the enemy were 14,000 
strong, ef the best troops in the world. Hefreferred 
to the fact stated by the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts, (Mr. Cusmina|]—that the British arms were | 


victorious everywhere buat in America. 
where they had added a halo of glory to the con- 
quering cross of St. George. The condition of 
England, too, was at that time entirely free from 
danger. She had nothing to fear from France. 
The siar of Napoleon had set. There was no 
reason to fear an insurrection in Ireland: her altars 
had been cloven down, and their fires of freedom 
extinguished with the blood of Emmett. Thus 
left to contend with a power which had torn the 


Every- || 


diadem fiom the hero of Ausierlitz, and broken up | 
the confederation of the Rhine, it was ihe Ameri- | 
cans alone—ihe Anglo-Jackson blood—which tore | 


the lion from the conquering flag. He might say 
to the ladies of New Orleans, lovely and virtuous 
as they were, that, bad it not been for the conduct 
of Andrew Jackson, their mothers and aunts would 
have been surrendered to the lusis of an infuriated 
soldiery. 

He would tell the ladies of New O:leans more— 
that at this very time, when an effort was made to 
refund te General Jackson the fine so unjustly im- 
posed on him, the Senators from Louisiana, in 
another branch of the legislative body, were voting 
against it—ay, voting against the remission of the 
fine to their defender. Let that go to them: he had 
no further remark to make on that subject. 





had said that here he rested the claim of General | 


Jackson to have this fine refunded to him—not as 
a gratuity; not as a remuneration for his distin- 
guished services; but as an actof justice. He de- 
manded it as an acquiltal—an absolute acquittal— 
from the aspersions that had been so foully cast 
upon him. Bat the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Borts) said, the other day, that General Jackson 
had received the amount of this fine from a sub- 
scription raised by the ladies of New Orleans; and 
that, instead of putting the money ia his own 
pocket, as he had a right to do, distribmted it 
among the widows and orphans of those who 
feil in the defence of the city. For this reason, 
the gentleman contended that the Government 
should not refund the amount of the fine. 
Now, did the gentleman suppose that General 
Jackson could have received this 
gratuity or as a reward for his services? If he 


had done so, he would not have been Andrew | 


Jackson. On the contrary, knowing that the 
amount thus raised by the gratitude of those whom 
he had saved from the outrages of a licentious 
soldiery could not be restored to them, he, in ac 
cordance with that benevolence and humapity 
which always distinguished him, recommended its 
distribution among the wilows and orphans of 
those who had fallen in battle. He rejoiced that 
the gentleman from Virginia had brought thissubject 
to the notice of the House. It showed that there was 


money as a | 


| would tolerate conduct like this. 
He || 
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a deep ven-e of gratitude to their deliverer pet- 
vading ail classes of the city. Bat the most re- 
markable deciaration of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was, that, in reading the history of General 
Jackson, he could find but one green spot in his 
life. But one green spot in the life of Andrew 
Jackson! Why, he could go back te his boyhood, 
when be was a prisoner in the British camp. 
While there, he was insolently ordered by a Brit- 
ish officer to black his boots. Did he obey with 
the servile acquiescence of a timid and inexpe- 
rienced boy? Wo; he indignantly retused, and told 
him that he was a prisoner of war, and not ame- 
nable to the exercise of such authority. Was not 
this agreen spot in his life? Butagain: Look at 
the condition of the country during the last war, 
at the time when General! Jackson was appointed 
to a command inthe army. Oar cities had been 
sacked; and tke British flag had waved over the 
walls which surround us; and the northwestern 
frontier was deluged in blood; and the whole na- 
tion was in alarm. No sooner was General Jack- 
son appointed, but the tide of victory was rolled 
baek. victory to our arms succeeded victory, till 
the war ended in a blaze of glory at New Orleans 
Look to the Creek war; the battles of Emuckfa, 
Talledega, Echota, and the Horse Shoe; was there 
no green spot there?’ Why, if they did not know 
the intelligence of the gentleman from Virginia, 
they might naturally suppese that he was as igno- 


| rantof the history of his country as he professed 


to be of law. 
Upon all these grounds, the fine should be re- 


| funded; and refunded because it was unjustly im- 


posed on him; because General Jackson acted from 
the necessity of the case; and, if he had not de- 
clared martial law, the wealth of the city, and, 
above all, its helpless females, would have become 
the prey of a brutal soldiery. Could an American 
Congress hoid that it had no power to refund this 
fine? Look at the gratuity of $25,000 given to 
the widow of General Harrison. He did not vote 
for that donation, because he believed that this 
Government had no right to make gratuities. But 
here was a different case; here was an act of jus- 
tice to be performed, and money to be restored, 
that had been unjustly extorted and withheld for 
nearly thirty years. Hull was paid for his per- 
fidy and cowardice; and why should General Jack- 
son be punished for his patriotism and courage? 
He disliked to speak of an American in the manner 
he was compelled to speak of Hull; but he must 
say thata large portion of the American people 
declared that he was highly tinctured with treason. 
This man, then, was rewarded by this very Con- 
gress, Who refused to do justice to the defender 
of his country. He asked if the American people 
Again: a bill 
had passed the House for paying the Massachu- 
seits militia for refusing to serve under the 
orders of the General Government; yet the 


| House could refuse justice to the man who 


| eountry. 


had shed his best blood in the service of his 


The gentleman from Massachusetts, the 


| other day, very insidiously brought the traitur Ar- 
| nold in the debate, for the purpose of applying his 
| case to that of General Jackson; and repeated the 
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anecdote of the American who said, that if his 
countrymen had caught him, they wceuld have 
buried with the honors of war the leg that was mu- 
tilated in their service, and hung the rest of his 
body. He could well retort upon the gentleman, 
and direct what point there was in the anecdote to 
him, and those who thought withhim. He might 


| say, that if Arnold were here now, before this Con- 


gress, they would (jujging from its action in Hall’s 
and General Jackson’s cases) pension the treason- 
able part of his body, and bang up the leg that 
was wounded in defence of the country. , 

The SPEAKER here reminded Mr. P. that his 
hour had expired. 

Mr. DAWSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL gave notice that he 
would on Monday ask leave to introduce a bill to 
amend the act organizing the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


MILITARY DISTRICTS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com. 
munication from the War Department, in answer 
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to the resolution of the 2Qlst instant, requir) act fc 
Secretary of War to inform the oun were pe. N. Cr 
any) change has taken place in the organization An act ( 


the military divisions or districts of the Uniie, fmmsty, 424 @ 
States since 4th March last; and, if so, the reason, fmm An 8c! ' 
for such change, &c., &c. i 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS moved to refer it to iy, 
Committee on Military Affairs, with instruction, 
to inquire into the expediency of providing 4 
law, for the abrogation of the present arrangement 
of the military departments, as adopted by the Ren. 
eral order No. 40, issued on the 12th of July 
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1842, and for the purpose of restoring the two mij, ambos 921 
tary divisions as they existed immediately bejo. fm Mr. GID! 
the issuing of that order. io commil 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to amend the jn vate cale' 
structions by addiag the following: -McKs 
“And also to inquire into the propriety of abo. Ajoint 1 
ishing the office of commanding genera! in chief” kat ‘ond 
Mr. STANLY said he had no objection to the WM 


amendment; but he would suggest to the gentle. 
man to go farther, and inquire into the expediency 
of abolishing the army and navy altcgether. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he hoped thai, jn 
time, Congress would reduce both. He believed 
it essential to the good of the country that the 
army and navy should both be considerably te. 
duced. 

Mr. C.H. WILLIAMS accepted the ameni. 


nolution, 
Joption. 

T. 

Also, a t 
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ment as a modification of his resolution; and, in A bill fo 
that form, it was adopted. A bill fe 
The SPEAKER communicated a report from A bill fe 
the War Department, transmitting 245 copies of A bill fc 
the Army Register, in compliance with the resolu- Abill fe 
tion of February Ist, 1842: laid on the table, and A bill fe 
ordered to be printed. Bwartwou! 
Also, acommunication from the Navy Depan- A bill fe 
ment, in reply to a resolution of the House, show. A bill f 
ing the cost and progress made in building the (This b 
iron war steamer, under the direction of Mr. Sie. HiBER; but, 
vens, at New York: laid on the table, and ordered HRBROD, the 
to be printed. A bill f 
LAW FEES. A bill f 
Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee for the A bill | 
District of Columbia, reported a bill regulating the A bill f 
fees of the officers of the courts in the District of mp A Dill! 
Cclumbia; which was twice read, and referred 0 me A Dill 
the Committee of the Whole. A bill: 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert Mm Ail 
Fulton was taken up on its second reading; but, fame! Rober 
objection being made, it was laid aside. A bill 
The following biils were read a third timeand A bill 
passed: ai sett! 
A bill for the relief of John Patten, jr., owner Mm A dill 
of the fishing schooner Credit, and the master and Young. 
crew of said vessel. A joi 
A bill for the relief of Abner Lowell and others, wis. 
owners of the fishing schooner William. A joit 
A bill for the relief of William Ellery, owner A bill 
of the fishing schooners Sevo and Ida, and others. A bill 
A bill for the relief of John H. Russell and A bill 
others, owner, master, and crew, of the fishing A bil 
schconer Lucy Ann. A bil 
A bill for the relief of Mary Bradstreet and ar 
Amos Tappan. ; bil 
A bill for the relief of Knott Martin the 33, and bil 
Arnold Martin, owners of the fishing schooner Only a 
Son, and others. A bi 
A bill for the relief of Barnabas Baker and l 
others, of the fishing schooner called the Union, of : a 
Dennis, Massachusetts. A 5 
A bill for the relief of Joshua Kaowles, jr. and A . 
owders, and the crew of the fishing schoner Garnel. A . 
_/An act to set aside certain reservations of lands A . 
‘on account of live oak in the southeastern disirict A bi 
of Lovisiana. or hay Ab 
The amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled ab E 
“An act for ihe payment of seven companies of Valles 
Georgia militia, for services rendered in the yeals A 
1840 and 1841,” was read and concurred in. Ab 


The amendment of the Senate to the bill entitled Ab 
“An act for the relief of John P. Skinner, and 
the legal representatives of Isaac Green,” was 
and concurred in. 

The following Senate bills were read a first and Th 
second time, and referred. baead 

An act for the relief of the Planters’ Bank of A 
Mississippi, and the Agricultural Bank of Missi At 
sippi. 
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act for the relief of Wm. De Peyster and 
yepry N. Cruger- . 
"an act to regulate enlistments in the army, 
and marine corps. 

An act to amend the charter of the town of Al- 
ee oe for the relief of Richard Henry Wilde. 
The bill for the relief of the Petersburg Railroad 
rompany, Was taken up; ard, on the question of 

e, 
i, RANDOLPH called for the yeas and nays; 

ich being taken, resulted as follows—yeas 55, 
ys 92. The bill was, therefore, rejected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then moved that the House go 
io committee, for the purpose of taking up the 

gate calendar; which motion was agreed to, and 

1, McKenann took the chair. 

A joint resolution for the relief of Benj. Ogle 

yloe was taken up and read. 

yr. WM. SMITH said he must object to the 
xglation, until he heard some reason for its 
doption. The resolution was, therefore, passed 

t. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the wardens of St. 
Paul's Charch, Philadelphia, was passed over, un- 

objection by the same gentleman. 


The following bills were laid aside to be report- 


A bill for the relief of Charles Waldron. 

A bill for the relief of John Randolph Clay. 

A bill for the relief of Jacob White. 

A bill for the relief of George B. Johnson. 

Abill for the relief of Jacob Gray. 

A bill for the relief of the sureties of Samnel 
Bwariwout. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Barry. 

A bill for the relief of Alexander Mitchell. 

(This bill was objected toby Mr. MERIWETH.- 

R; but, atthe earnest appeal of Mr. STEEN- 

ROD, the objection was withdrawn. } 

A bill for the relief of Ann W. Angus. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Gresham. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Powers. 

A bill for the relief of George A. Winslow. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Pike. 

A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Kimball. 

A bill for the relief of J. R. Vienne. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 

{ Robert A. Kelly. 

A bill for the relief of W. S. Eveleth. 

A bill granting the right of pre-emption to cer- 
lain settlers in Wisconsin. 

4. bill for the relief of P. Smith and James 
oung. 

A joint resoiution for the benefit of F. M. 

ewis. 

A joint resolution for the benefit of Mary Neal. 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Miller. 

A bill for the relief of David Munn. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Edgecomb. 

A bill for the relief of Nancy Wilson. 

A bill for the relief of the Nantucket Steamboat 
Company. 

A bill for the relief of D. and J. Wilkinson. 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Fisher. 

Abill for the relief of Gamaliel E. Smith. 

A bill for the relief of William Street. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Hoffman. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Dicy. 

A bill for the relief of Jane McGuire. 

A bill for the relief of Sampson Brown. 

A bill for the relief of William Patterson. 

A bill for the relief of Maria Fowler. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Rhinalt. 

A bill for the relief of Richard Sneed. 

A bill for the relief ot Thomas Weaver and Ja- 
‘cb Heyberger, sureties of the Norristown and 
Valley Railroad Company. 

A bill for the relief of S and M. Riche. 

A bill for the relief of John Hodgkin. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas H. Brown. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel R. Jennings. 

A bill for the relief of John Skirving. 

A bill for the relief of Rebecca Guest. 

following bills were passed over, objections 
Sverally being made: 
A bill for the relief of Daniel Homans. 
A bill for the relief of Stalker and Hill. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The adverse report upon the petition of General 
Hernandez was passed over without action. 

On motion of Mr. GIDDINGS, the committee 
then rose, and reported the several bills above 
mentioned as laid aside to the House. 

The said bills were, with some exceptions noted 
below, ordered to their engrossment, and then read 
a third time, and passed conjointly by one vote of 
the House. 

The following bills, though reported, were laid 
over, under objections made in the House: 

A bill for the relief of Alexander Mitchell. 

A bill for the relief of John Skirving. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Weaver and Ja- 
cob Heyberger. 


A bill (from the Senate) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to make a compromise with 
any of ihe sureties of Samuel Swartwout on his of- 
ficial bond as collector of the port of New York. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to recommit the bill 
for the relief of the Norristown Railroad Company; 
which was not agreed to; but, as objection was 
made to the bill, it went over. 


Oa the motion of Mr. McCKENNAN, the bill 
for the relief of the inhabitants of West Florida, 
which was the special order for to-day, and on 
which Mr. Levy, having the floor, intended to ad- 
dress the House, was made the special order for 
Friday next. 


OFFICERS IN THE BALTIMORE CUSTOM. 
HOUSE. 


Mr. J. P. KENNEDY submitted the following 
resolution, and it was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
inform this House whether any addition has been made to the 
number of officers attached to the Baltimore custom-house, or 
toany department thereof, since the lst of September, 1511; 
and if any addition has been made, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be further directed to report to this House the names 
of such additional officers as have been appointed since the date 
above mentioned, the nature of their duties respectively, their 
day, and the date of their appointment. That the Secretar 
of the Treasury also inform this House what necessity existed, 
in the affairs of the custom-houge of Baltimore, for any such 
addition to the officers thereof; and whether the said addition 
was recommended by the collector, or by any other officer of 
the customs of Baltimore; and if recommended by any other, 
by whom. 


COMMANDERS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following joint reso- 
lution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembled, That the first pro- 
viso to the first section of the act entitled ‘An act making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 1842,” approved 
August 4th, 1842, be, and the same is hereby, so modified, as to 
allow of the addition, by promotion, of four commanders in 
the navy above the number limited and prescribed 7 the pro- 
viso aforesaid; and if the addition shall be made to the 
number of commanders as contemplated by this resolution, 
no further addition shall then be made to the number of com- 
mandere in the navy until the whole number shall be again re 
duced to that authorized and limited by the Jaw hereby modi- 
fied. 


Mr. MERIWETHER objected. 


Mr. ADAMS said, as objection was made, it was 
necessary that he should state that its object was to 
enable the President and the Senate to promote 
ihe commander of the late exploring expedition. 
There were now four officers who had precedence 
of Lieutenant Wilkes, whom it was necessary to 
promote before that <fficer could be honored for 
his services in an expedition which was productive 
of so much good to the country. 


After a few words from Mr. MALLORY, Mr. 
MERIWETHER, and Mr. ADAMS, the resolu- 
tion was read twice, and committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


DEFALCATIONS. 


Mr. BURNELL submitied the following reso- 
lution, and it was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Souuty of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, directed to report to this House annually all cases 
wherein any officer of the Government has failed to settle his 
accounts for the current year, the cause of the same, and what 
proceedings have been directedin each of such cases; also, all 
defalcations which may have taken place during the current 
year, and the proceedings in relation thereto. 


Mr. J. C. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the 
examination and survey of the harbor of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted, 

The House then adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 


Monpay, January 30, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem, \aid before the Sen- 
ale acommunication from the State Department, 
\ransmitting ducumeats received by the Caledonia, 
from United States consuls abroad, showing, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
August last, the cost of articles imported into the 
United States, during the months of July, August, 
and September last, at the ports from whence im- 
ported, &c.; which, on motion of Mr. HUNTING- 
TON, was ordered to lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the War Depariment, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
26:h inst., a copy of the report of an officer of the 
topographical engineers, on the subject of an iron 
pile light for Bartleti’s reef, in Long Island Sound; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Memorials were presented by Mr. EVANS, 
from Thomaston, Newcastle, and Nobleborough, 
Maine; by Mr. CRAFTS, from Monipelier, Ver-~ 
mont; by Mr. SIMMONS, from Newport, Rhode 
Island; from shipowners, merchants, and others, 
engaged in commerce and navigation, representing 
ihat the mercantile navigation of the United States 
has suffered materially from the effects of the ex- 
isting treaties, and the arrangements between the 
United States and Great Britain, the Hanseatic 
Republics, France, Holland, Denmark, Russia, and 
Sweden, respectively; and that those treaties and 
arrangements termed reciprocal have not proved 
reciprocal to the navigation of the United States; 
and asking that Congress would, so far as the 
treaties permitted, make regulations which would 
prove more reciprocal; which were referred to the 
Committee on Co.wmerce. 

Mr. EVANS presented two memorials from 
citizess of Maine engaged in the lumber trade, 
asking that a specific duty may be levied, greater 
than the duty of the present tariff, on certain kinds 
of lumber imported from New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia: referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial frem citi- 
zens of the State of Pennsylvania, in which they 
state that they are very much in want of a proper 
currency, and ask Congress to issue $200,000,000 
of scrip, based on the proceeds of the sales of the 
publ ¢ lands, to be divided among the States and 
Territories, as a proper and ready means of relief: 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a petition from Sarah 
Williamson, a widow of a deceased revolutionary 
soldier, complaining of the construction*by the de- 
pariment of the pension act of July 7, 1838, by 
which she has been excluded from its benefit; and 
asking Congress to pass an act reversing that con- 
struction, to enable her to obtain a pension: referred 
to the Committce on Pensions. 

Also, presented a memorial from members of 
the barand citizens of New Jersey, complaining 
of the inconvenience resulting to them in conse- 
quence of the sessions of the United States courts 
being held ia Burlington and New Brunswick, and 
praying the passage of a Jaw authorizing them to 
be holden at Trenton for the future: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented six memorials 
from the city and ccunty of Philadelphia, asking 
Congress to restore to Mr. Kendall his personal 
liberty, of which he has been deprived in conse- 
quence of the verdict rendered aga‘nst him by the 
district court of the United States for the District 
of Columbia, in favor of Stockton & Stokes, for 
conscientiously discharging his official duty to the 
United States, under his oath of office as Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. B. remarked that he would only say that he 
believed, with the memorialists, that Congress 
should not permit Mr. Kendall thus to be deprived 
of his personal liberty for conscientiously dischar- 
ging his duty to his Government by protecting its 

interests. He hoped, therefore, that the Judiciary 
Committee,to which he proposed to refer it, would 
forthwith report a bill granting the relief petitioned 
for. (Mr. B. was here told that memorials hereto- 
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fore presented on this subject bad been referred to 
the Committee on Claims.] He believed, not- 
withstanding such reference, that the proper refer- 
ence would be to the Jadiciary Committee. It was 
properly a judicial question, and the remedy should 
come from that committee. 

The memorials were then referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Claims. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition from Farley 
D. Thompson, asking to be relieved from liabili- 
tres incurred as surety for Chilton White, late post- 
master at Lagrange, Alabama: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented a memorial from the 
Central Railroad and Banking Company, asking 
remission of duties on such railroad iron as way be 
imported for the use of that company before the Ist 
of March, provided it be laid down within the 
present year: referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial from 
certain persons of the United States residing in the 
State of Pennsy!vania, ascribing all the distress 
and embarrassments of the couatry to the wani of 
a proper and suflicient currency; and, as a remedy 
for these evils, they recommend that on the landsnow 
unsold $200,000,000 of stock be issued to the States 
and Territories by the United States, and that the 
proceeds of the sales of these lands be pledged to the 
redemption of the same: referred to the Commitiee 
on Finance. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of South Carolina, against the 
tariff passed at the last session of Congress; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. McROBERTS presented a preamble and 
resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois, (which were ordered to be printed,) ex- 
pressing the opinion— 

1. That the present tariff of duties should be 
modified, and that duties should be imposed with 
a view to revenue, and protesting against the 
principle of distribution. 

2. That the repeal of the independent treasury 
was precipitate, unwise, and injurious. 

3. That a bank of the United States is uncon- 
stitulional, inexpedient, and ought not to be re-es- 
tablished. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented certain resolutions of 
the General Assembly of Rhode Isiand, on the sub- 
ject of the reduction of postage on letters; which 
were ordered to lie on the table and be printed, a 
bill having been reported for that object. 

Mr. LINN presented a memorial, signed by 
369 citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, asking for 
the extension of a portion of the laws of the Uni- 
ted States over the Oregon Territory, for grants of 
land, and for the erection of military posts there: 
ordered te lie on the tabie, a bill for the parpose be- 
ing now before the Senate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Samuel Raub, in which be represents that he has 
discovered an effectual mode of preventing the ex- 
plosion of steam-boilers; and with a view to make 
the apparatus (for which he has a patent) free to 
every citizen of the United States, and cause a 
knowledge of it to be disseminated to every part 
of the Union, whether for boats, stationary engines, 
or otherwise, he prays Congress to purchase the 
patent: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Danie! G. Skinner; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Aiso, reported back, from the same commitee, 
with an amendment, House bill entitled “An act 
further tocontinue in force the act for the payment 
of horses and other property lost in the military 
service of the United S:ates.” 

Also, reported back, from the same commitice, 
without amendment, House bills for the relief ot 
Richard Rash, and for the relief of James S. Cal- 
boun. 

Also, made a report (which was ordered to be 
printed) adverse to the passage of the bill for the 
relief of James Taylor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WALKER, f om the Committee on Public 
Londs, reported a bill for the relief of John Hutch- 
ins; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





Also, trom the same committee, to which were 
referred the rescluuions directing an inquiry into 
the expediency of author'zing the State of Missis- 
sippi to appropriate $25,000 of the two per cent. 
fund belonging to her to the completion of the 
railroad from Jackson to Brandon, reported a bill 
in relation to said fund; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
for the relief of Charles Gordon, owner of the 
schooner T'wo Sons, and the legal representatives 
of the crew of said vessel. 

Mr. LINN presented a petition from Elias 
Knight and 103 others, of Calais, Maine, asking 
aid for removing to, and settling in, the Territory of 
Oregon; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the bill for the relief 
of Francis Pellicer was taken up, and recommitted 
to the Committee on the Pablic Lands. 

Mr. CONRAD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John R. 
Williams; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from L. Pome- 
roy, and 174 other citizens o! Pittsfield, Massachu- 
setts, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law: 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH of Connecticut, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files the 
memoria! and documents of C. Fox. 

The following bills were read the third time and 
passed, viz: 

The bill for the relief of William Russell and 
others. 

House bill for the relief of the owners and crew 
of the schooner Twin. 

Engrossed bill entitled “An act for the relief of 
the West Feliciana Railroad and Banking Com- 
pany, and the Grand Galf Railroad Company, 
came up on its third reading; but was postponed on 
ihe suggestionof Mr. BUCHANAN, who had made 
application at the Treasury Department for infor- 
mation as to the effect of the bill on the revenues. 

The bill to prevent the employment of private 
expresses upon mail routes, and for the prevention 
of frauds upon the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, was then taken up as in committee of 
the whole. 


Mr. HENDERSON (who, when this bill was 
under consideration on Friday last, contended that 
some of its provisions were unconstitutional) ad- 
mitted to-day, after further examination of the 
subject, that its provisions might be constitutional, 
yethe thought it was stretching the power of the 
Constitution unnecessarily. He would not say, 
thep, that the bill violated the Constitution in any 
particular provision; but he would say that it was 
not doing a proper thing in an easy and proper 
manner. He approved of the bill so far as its 
object went to secure to the Post Office Department 
its legitimate revenue, by suppressing these private 
expresses on the mail routes, and preventing the 
transportation of mailable matter out of the reg- 
ular mail; but he thought it was interfering too 
much with individual rights to attempt to accom- 
plish that object by imposing a penalty on the 
owner or owners of every stage-coach, railroad 
car, Steamboat, or other vehicle or vessel, which 
shall, with the knowledge of any owner or owners, 
in whole or in part, or with the knowledge or con- 
nivance of the driver, conductor, captain, or other 
person having charge of any such stage coach, 
railroad car, steamboat, or other vessel or vebicle, 
convey or transport any person or persons acting 
or employed as a private express for the conveyance 
of ietters, packets, or packages of letiers, or other 
mailable matter. If they bad a right to impose a 
peoalty on the owners of steamboats, stages, and 
railroads, for transporting any individual as a pas- 
senger, (which it is the duty of some of them by 
the laws of the States to do,) on the mere suspicion 
that the individual was employed as a private ex- 
press; they had the right to go farther, and impose 
a penalty on landlords on such roads who might 
entertain or harbor said individual. 

He was opposed to all force laws which ran too 
much into the regulations ef civil society. He 
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would always raise bis voice against extena;, 

unnecessarily this interdict on society. The map. 
ner proposed was not the one most necessary ang 
proper. He was in favor of the object of the pj 
but was oppcsed to Congress laying out its 

to exercise the power of dictating to the owners of 

the railroads and steamboats whom they sha} 

shall not transport as passengers. He argued th, 

the bill went far enough in the second section~as 

far as he was disposed to go—by enacting 

“That it shal! not be lawful for any stage-coach, r 
steamboat, packet-boat, or other wales or a 
the owners, managers, servants, Or crews of either, which ; 
ularly performs trips at stated periods on a post route, or be 
tween two or more Cities, towns, or other places, from’ one o 
the other of which the United States mail is regularly conye ed 
under the authority of the Post Office Department, to tra ’ : 
or convey, otherwise than in the mail, any letier or letiers, 
packet or package of letters, or other mailable matter whaigo. 
ever, except such as may have relation to some part of the 
ofsuch steamboat, packet-boat, or other vessel, or to some ar. 
ticle at the same time conveyed by the same stage-coach, raj). 
roadcar, or other vehicle. And for every such offence the 
owner or owners of the stage-coach, railroad car, steam 
packet-boat, or other vehicle or vessel, shal] forfeit and pay the 
sum of one hundred dollars—one halfto the use of the informer 
and the other half to the use of the Post Office Departmen—ig 
be recovered by action of debt, or by indictment or information, 
in any court of competent jurisdiction in the United States. 
the driver, captain, conductor, or person having charge of any 
such stage-coach, railroad car, steamboat, packet-boat, or other 
vehicle or vessel, at the.time of the commission of any such of. 
fence, and who shall not at that time be the owner thereof, in 
whole or in part, shall, in like manner, forfeit and pay, in eve 
such case of offence, the sum of fifty dollars, to the like uses, 
and to be recovered in like roanner, as is above provided in the 
case of the owner or owners. 

Mr. MERRICK was glad to find that the Sen. 
ator from Mississippi, upon further examination of 
the bill, was willing to admit that there could be 
no constitutional objection to its provisions. He 
hoped that that Senator agreed with him also as to 
the importance of some legislation, to prevent the 
growing evil which the bill was intended to remedy, 
Mr. M. then went on to show that, unless the sec. 
ond section was agreed to, the object of the passage 
of the bill would be defeated; that frauds would 
be stijl perpetrated, and the department deprived 
of a great portion of its revenues. Individual 
rights were as well guarded as they could be in the 
second section of the bill, and at the same time to 
reach and suppress the evil complained of. That 
section had no application to any individual, ex. 
cept the person who might notoriously be employed 
as an agent for c_nveying mailable matter by private 
express; for it provides that— 

“Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to prohibit 
the conveyance or transmission of letters, packets, or pack- 
ages, or other matter, to any part of the United States, by pr 
vate hands, no compensation being tendered nor received there- 
for in any way; or by a special messenger employed only for 
the single particular occasion.” 

Mr. M. then spoke at mach length, pointing out 
the many frauds on the department through those 
piivate expresses, which had been placed on all 
the most profitable mail routes, and actually came 
so much in competition with the Government, by 
carrying mailable matier at one-third less than the 
Government, as to deprive the department of the 
greatest portion of its revenues; and thereby dis- 
abled it from reducing the rates of postage, which 
was so much desired by the people, and from ex- 
tending greater facilities to the more remote and 
sparsely populated sections of the Union. He, in 
conclusion, said, thai unless these private expresses 
were suppressed, and the Government had a mo- 
nopoly of mailable matter, the Post Office De- 
partment would soon become a burden on the pub- 
lic treasury. 

The morning hour having expired, 

On motion of Mr. LINN, the bill was passed 
over informally; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being 


THE OREGON BILL. 


Mr. ARCHER, in a speech of considerable 
length, contended against the passage of the bill in 
its present shape. He replied to the arguments of 
Messrs. Linn, Benton, and Woopsoury, and cot 
cluded by recommending the recommittal of the 
bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations, or com 
mittee of the whole, for the purpose of having 
amended, by striking out that part which relates (0 
the granting of lands to settlers. sit 

Mr. YOUNG remarked that it was not his it 
tention to detain the Senate long with the few ob- 
servations he had to make, as the very elaborale 



























































—— 


discuss! 
jeave @ 
howeve 
pill wor 
by Gre 
wey 
ghou 
90 oF 
(Mr. 
of our 
admitle 
js prior 
jt woul 
definiti 
into De 
ery of 
year 17 
of this 
naviga 
Gover! 
tain G 
followe 
Colum 
by Mr. 
Lewis 
river fi 
rt 
Oe 
county’ 
John J 
lowed, 
was di 
Georg 
Great 
ment, 
out of 
after, 
on the 
an adc 
law 0 
the la’ 
ority | 
covery 
+ we ha 
discor 
and C 
which 
but su 
as oul 
in 18 
tion. 
tion 
this ¥ 
of the 
We 
claim 
have 
main 
were 
exclu 
the u 
she ci 
it wa 
territ 
lay a 
The} 
We 
main 
her E 








hibit 


) pre 
here: 
y for 


out 
Rose 
1 all 
ame 


) by 


dis- 
hich 
| eX 
and 
>, iD 


mo- 


pub- 


» the 


fable 
ill in 
ts of 
con- 
f the 
com: 
ng it 
es 10 
s in- 
y ob- 
orale 


jiscussion which the subject had received did not 


ihat was new to be said. He thought, 

ne would not be difficult to prove that this 
pill would not, and, indeed, could not, be viewed 
Great Britain as an infraction of the existing 
treaty between that Government and this. He 


ghould not attempt to travel over the same ground 


so abl explored by the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr toon) in his statements of the foundation 
of our title. He should dwell chiefly on the fact, 
sdmitied by Senators on both sides, that our claim 
is prior and paramount to that of Great Britain. 
it would be necessary, however, to have a clear 
jefnition of what that claim is. He understood 
itto be based, in the first instance, on the discov- 
ery of the Columbia river by Captain Gray, in the 
yeat 1792. We have evidence of the admission 
of this fact, not only in the writings of British 
navigators, but in the recognition, by the British 
Government itself, of the name given by Cap- 
in Gray to the river. This discovery was 
followed up by that of the sources of the 
Columbia river by Lewis and Clarke, sent out 
by Mr. Jefferson for the purpose in 1805. Captains 
Lewis and Clarke explored the country, traced the 
river from its sources to its mouth, and took formal 
ssion of the territory for the United States. 
Our next claim grows out of the occupation of the 
country. The first settlement made in it was by 
John Jacob Astor, in 1811. In the war which fol- 
lowed, between this country and Great Britain, he 
was dispossessed; but in the restoration of Fort 
George (Astoria) to our Government in 1818, 
Great Britain recognised our right to that settle- 
ment, and, consequently, to whatever title arose 
out of it. In fact, up to that restoration, and long 
after, we never heard of any claim to the territory 
on the part of Great Britain. Here, then, we bad 
an additional claim—that which grows out of the 
law of nations; for although, in the first instance, 
the law of nations recognises as the first claim pri- 
ority of discovery, it further requires that the dis- 
covery shal] be followed up by occupation; and 
we had fulfilled thecondition. We had made the 
discovery by Captain Gray, and Captains Lewis 
and Clarke; and had followed it up by occupation, 
which was only interrupted by the force of war, 
but subsequently the possession was restored to us 
as our right; and from the date of that restoration, 
in 1818, we have never parted with the occupa 
tion. The negotiations then, and every negotia- 
tion since, show that we maintained throughout 
this whole period our title, rights, and occupation 
of the territory. 


We never have abandoned one iota of our 
claims to its sovereignty, On the contrary, we 
bave evinced an unwavering determination to 
maintain our rights. It struck him that Senators 
were mistaken who urged that Great Britain had 
exclusive occupation of the territory; or that, from 
the use she makes of the stipulations of the treaty, 
she can acqnire any title. It struck him, also, that 
it was a mistake to think she will ever look to the 
lerritory for agricultural purposes. And herein 
lay agreat difference between her views and ours. 
They are, in fact, different, and yet not conflicting. 
We want the territory for agricultural pursuits 
mainly. She looks to it for the main pursuit of 
_ Hudson Bay Company, which is the trade in 
Urs. 

Now, it is in conformity with the law of nations 
that Indians—wandering tribes like the Arabs, or 
persons merely traversing a country for purposes 
of hunting, fishing, trading, &c.—have been regard- 
ed as no impediments to those who take possession 
of the soil for making a permanent occupation, 
and converting it to agricultural purposes. It was 
according to this recognised Jaw of nations that 
Europeans setiled on this continent, though it 
was at the time inhabited by the aborigines. 

It was on this principle that the pilgrim fathers 
look possession of the soil of New England, and 
‘urned it to agricultural purposes, without breaking 
lhe law of nations by dispossessing the Indians 
who would not cultivate it. So in the Oregon 
Territory: the Hudson Bay Company, not having 
or ils primary object agricultural pursuits, never 

encouraged more culture of the soil than ne- 
cessary for the temporary support of its employees, 
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But, with our citizens, agriculture must be the 
primary object. And we have already a number 
of our citizens there engaged in this pursuit. 
There is no jealousy towards them on the part of 
the Hud:on Bay Company, so long as they make 
agriculture their primary pursuit. Whatcan be 
more convincing than this, that it is not for agri- 
cultural purposes the Brilish look to the country? 
The apprebension, then, is entirely groundless, that 
they would view the occupation of the soil by our 
citizens as an infraction of the treaty. Great 
Britain never will want it herself for agricultural 
purposes. No British company of capitalists 
will ever ran the risk of investing their money in 
such a speculation. 


If, as some gentlemen suppose, such a company 
has been formed, it must soon fall to the ground; 
for it never will come to anything in practice. 
None but individuals living on the soil, and culti- 
valing it for themselves, can fully realize its bene- 
fits. Our citizens are peculiarly suited for that pur- 
pose. Those who have gone there wish to re- 
main, and others wish to follow them. They ask 
but the same protection of laws from us, which 
Great Britain affords to her subjects. They wish 
also to be assured of a grant of the lands they may 
reclaim from the wilderness. All this the Senator 
from Missouri proposes to de by this bill. He pro- 
poses to give them hereafter the grant they ask; to 
extend over them the Territorial laws of Iowa; and 
to establish a sufficient number of forts to give 
them protection from savage Indians, 
not all this be done without any infraction of the 
treaty? Mr. Y. here referred to a conversation be- 
tween Mr. Gallatin and the British ministers, in 
the negotiation about the treaty, in which the Brit- 
ish ministers themselves suggested that the laws 
of one of our organized Territories might be 
extended over the country, though we might 
not organize a new Government in it. They 
also suggested a p'an by which forts might be 
erected, and the soil might be cultivated. How, 
then, can it give Great Britain cffence, that we 
carry out, by this bill, her own suggestions? Our 
citizens already there give no offence, by cecupying 
any portion of the soil they please in agriculture. 
On the contrary, the most friendly feelings are 
evinced by the employees of the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany towards them. It is only when they engage 
in the fur trade, that they are looked upon with 
jealousy. We all know that both Great Britain 
and her Hudson Bay Company are governed by 
what they consider their best interests. Their 
friendly disposition to our citizens engaged in agri- 
culiure shows that they do not look to that as their 
object. Why, then, should we suppose they would 
object to any number of our citizens taking up 
land for agricultural purposes? 

Mr. Y. here read the remarks of Mr. Greenhow 
on the subject. He also referred to the opinions 
expressed by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
MorEHEaD,] the other day, with a view of show- 
ing that the Senator was mistaken in supposing 
the Hudson Bay Company had any object of making 
a permanent location of lands for agricultural 
purposes or settlements. The whole matter was 
explained by Mr. Lea. He says the greater por- 
tion of the setilers on lands are missionaries, who 
proceeded to the territory for the benevolent ob- 
ject of benefiting the Indians, by teaching them the 
truths of Christianity, and the usages of civilized 
life. In the pursuit of this object, it was found 
essential that they should occupy and farm some 
land—both for subsistence, and with a view of in- 
siructing the Indians in the advantages of cultiva- 
tion, over the precarious means of suppor'ing life 
before known to them. At the forts of the Hudson 
Bay Company, no more land is cultivated than is 
absolutely necessary to supply the wants of those 
engaged in the primary occupation of the fur. trade. 
There is nothing like an effort or disposition to 
make permanent settlements. It is a mere tempo- 
rary occupation. There is nothing even of a per- 
manent character in the forts of the Hudson Bay 
Company. They are mere stockade-forts, perish- 
ab'e in their nature, and only calculated for de- 
fence against Indians. He mentioned all this to 
show there will be no difficulty in the way of oar 
citizens settling in the country. The Hudson Bay 
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Company can have no objection, and will make 
none, to agriculiaral settlements. Now, this being 
the case, what is there, really, in the present 
bill, to give cffence? Not the appropriation of por- 
tions of the soil for agricultural purposes; for no 
objection is made to that now, nor will there be 
atter this bill passes. Net the establishment of 
forts; for that was sugges'ed by the British them- 
selves, and the example has been set by them. Not 
the protection of cur citizens by the extension of 
our Territorial laws over the territory; for they also 
suggested that, and set the example. Suppose they 
should object to any one of these things: can we 
not say to them, “You have done it; and if the treaty 
authorizes you, it authorizes us?” And as to the 
occupation of the fort at the mouth cf the Colum- 
bia river: was it not Mr. Astor who first built it? and 
Was it not restored to us in 1818, because the right 
of possession was in us? Have we not kept it 
ever since; and may we nt now either repair it, 
rebuild it, orenlarge it, at our pleasure, without 
cause of offence? What else does this bill propose 
to do?’ To establish two Indian agencies. What 
objection can there be to that? It is well known 
to the British that our practice is to appoint Indian 
agents to protect and control the Indians in our 
territories. They know we have territory in Ore- 
gon, and Indianson it. They know that the duty 
of our Indian agents by no means interferes with their 
fur-trade. And with respect to tke jurisdiction to be 
extended over the country, do we not propose to 
avoid any interference with British jurisdiction, 
by the provision that any subjects of England ac- 
cused of offence under our laws shall be trans- 
ferred for trial to British authority? No difficulty 
or objection can therefore arise out of that portion 
of the bill. The next provision is, that $100,000 
shall be appropriated to carry out the measure. 
It was to be lamented that the treasury was in its 
present condition. Butit did not seem to him to 
come well from the Senators of the old States to 
object to this small item of $100,000, and, in 
short, to every appropriation required for the new 
States and Territories. They should contrast the 
appropriations for the old States with those for the 
new; and before they object to the latter, judge 
fairly whether it was just or generous in them to 
become objectors. Yet how seldom were they 
disposed to mete out to the new Siates even the 
measure of jastice. It was with the utmost diffi- 
culty the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Critren- 
DEN] last session obtained an appropriation of 
$100,000 to remove some of the impediments to 
navigation in the Western waters. The usual annual 
appropriation for that object, so necessary, had been 
withheld for two or three years. Inthe just effort, too, 
to obtain an appropriation for the Western armory, 
did not the preponderance of the interesis of the old 
States prevail to cut it down to the paltry sum of 
$5,000? Why should the condition of the treasury 
be constantly held up as an excuse for not doing 
justice to the West, while the most extravagant and 
useless appropriations are lavished elsewhere? Look 
at the appropriations recommended to Congress 
this session. May not ten-times the amount re- 
quired by this bill be retrenched from them? What 
occasion is there for such an increased and extrava- 
gant naval establishmen'? Does not every one 
see that smaller vessels of war would do more ser- 
vice for the country than those large and costly 
frigates, too unwieldy to act with celerity or 
effeci? 


When all this would be duly considered, he was 
in hopes the Senators of the old States would drop 
their objections to this appropriation of $100,000. 
' He trusied be had establi-hed a sofficient num- 
ber of points to show that gentlemen were mistaken 
in supposing this bill could create any difficalty 
with Great Britain. He had shown that our claim 
to the territory is the best claim; that we have a 
right paramount to any that Great Britain possibly 
can have; that we have priority of possession, which 
we have never parted with; that we can give no 
offence to Great Britain in doing what she suggest- 
ed to us we might do, and what she herself has 
done; that the occupation of the soil by our citizens 
is a legitimate occupation for agricultural purposes, 
to which she, merely in pursuit of commercial ob- 
jects, cannot object; that we make no direct grant, 
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and only undertake to do it hereafter—a provision 


which, by the uniform and undeviating practice of | 


our Government, is never carried out till we have ex- 
tinguished all ciher clams of tile, as evinced by 
our uniform extinction of Indian titles; and that we 
are only raising objections, which, if not raised 
here, never would be thought of by Great Britain. 
It would be very well anderstood by Great Britain 
tha', as a negotiation is pending for the adjustment 
of boundary, (andfhe believed that was the only 
question at issue in the negotiation about Oregon,) 
this Government would not carry out the provision 
lll that question was setiled. The prospective na- 
ture of the provision would be so construed. The 
British Government could noi help so construing 
it, Knowing that, according to undeviating prac. 
tice, we could not for some years (four or five at 
least) take the preliminary step of extinguishing 
the Indian title; without accomplishing which, we 
never make grants of lands. This is such a plain 
view of the case, that it seemed strange gentlemen 
should overlook it. Keeping it in view, they cer- 
tainly could not find any provision in the bill justly 
meriting the objection that it could give offence to 
Great Britain. For his part, he viewed it in alto-~ 
gether a different light. He regarded it as he was 
sure the Britssh themselves would regard it—as a 
great peace measure, instead of one calculated to 

roduce strife. With these convictions, he should 

imself vote for the bill. 

Mr. LINN did not rise to con.ume more then a 
very few moments of the time of the Senaie. I[n- 
deed, he felt it unnecessary to do so, after the very 
lucid statement of the Senator from Iilinois, placing 
the matter on the plain grounds on which it should 
be viewed. He (Mr. L.) should, therefore, not 
Say another word on the subject of tile, for that 
was conceded; nor was it necessary to recapitulate 
what had already been so repeatedly urged. He 
was sorry the preposition was made to recommit 
the bill, because he knew, at this late period of the 
session, it would be fatal; as a delay must arise 
which would, in all probability, bring up the sub- 
ject again at too late a day to pass it through the 
other House, amidst the multiplicity of business at 
the close of the session. 

This bill had been drawn up with great care, 
and with the special object of not leaving it ob- 
noxious to the objection that it could be considered 
an infraction of the treaty with Great Britain. 
Indeed, so scrupulously had it been drawn up, 
that, instead of extending our Territorial laws over 
the country, merely as Great Britain suggested we 
might do, without being liable to objection on her 
part, that provision of the bill had been made to 
guard against any possible infringement on the 
rights of the subjecis of Great Britain, coming 
under the operation of these laws; and it is pro- 
vided that British subjects, accused of offences in 
our territory, should be handed over to British au- 
thorities for trial. The British minister told ovr 
minister how far we should not go; that is, that 
we should not organize a new government and 
laws for the territory; and the bill keeps clear of 
that, by taking their own suggestion of the means 
of accomplishing our object. With many of the 
positions of the Senator trom Virginia he could 
agree, but be should draw opposite conclusions 
from them. For instance, they could stand upon 
the same ground as to what it was right to do; but, 
while the Senator conceived it inexpedient to do it, 
he would feel that, because it was right, it was ex 

edient, and ought not, and could not, give offence. 
hen it was done, suppose Great Britain remon- 
strated; what wonld be the natural course, but to 
say to her, Well, we did it because you did; you 
set the example; if we are wrong, you must have 
been first wrong; so let us both talk the matter 
over, like sensible people, and set it right. This 
would be the result, and not war. England could 
not help sceing that, if we committed a breach of 
the treaty, it was a consequence of herself having 
been first guilty of the same breach of the weaty. 
And as to her resentment being more likely to be 
provoked ona point of honor than on the mere 
question of territory, be should ask, Were we to be 
treated as if we had no points of honor at stake? — 
no appreciation of such feelings? Are we only to 
think of dollars and cents, and bave no regard for 
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our national honor in this matter? The Senate of 
the United States would be coming toa low pass 
indeed, if the expenditare called for by this bill 
were to outweigh the national honor at stake in 
the decision of the question. Englandis to jeopard 
her dearest interests sooner than permit her honor 
to be touched; but we are to do ncthing to main- 
tain curs. He never could, and never would, 
come to such conclusions. He knew the gallantry 
and the chivairy of the Senator from Virginia; and 
it was not, therefore, in disparagement of anything 
he had said that he made these remarks. He 
seemed to attribute to his (Mr. L.’s) colleague and 
himself a very pugnacious disposinon towards 
Great Britain. 


Mr. ARCHER disclaimed anything personally 
applicable to the Senators. It was to the general 
tone of the friends of the bill he had alluded. The 
Senator from Missouri was the last man in this 
body for whom he could entertain unkind opin- 
ions. 

Mr. LINN continued: What the Senator had 
stated amounted to this,—that it wes his apprehen- 
sion the British Government might make the re- 
marks uttered heve against its grasping policy, a 


|| pretext for hostile feelings; and that, taken in con- 
‘| nexion with General Jesup’s letter on the subject 
| of military posts in the territory, they could not 
| help feeling resentment. 
| or any one else, suppose that Great Britain has any 
| right to make objections to an officer of this Gov- 
| ernment freely expressing his opinions to the Exe- 
| cutive, when officially called upon so to do; or that 


Now, can the Senator, 


any Senator of the United States should be re- 


|| strained from a free discussion of topics involving 
| the interests and honor of our country, even if, in 


doing so, he is obliged to denounce the policy of a 
foreign power? Surely, any foreign power that 


‘| would object to this freedom of discussion, must 


be only seeking for a bare pretext of quarrel. But 
he had no apprehension that this discussion would 
have any such effect. If it could have this effect, 


| he would be glad to know how a quarrel was to be 


avoided. Nothing this Government could do to 
carry out its claims, or to assert its title to the ter- 
ritory, would be free from the same objections. 
There was no official act that could be devised—no 
possible step that could be taken, which would not 
be deemed conflicting with British interests. If 
we are to consult nothing but the preservation of 


| barmony, we must remain perfectly quiescent, and 
|| let British interests grow up and overspread the 


territory without interruption or remonstrance. 


|| Let the Hudson Bay Company go on settling the 


whole country, and turning its entire resources to 


| its own advantage; let her have undisputed posses- 
| sion of the Northwest territory, from the Russian 


settlements to Mexico, and she will rejoice. That 
is the only way in which we can please and gratify 
that company, and conciliate the British Govern- 
Any one step we take, no matter how 
trivial, to secure or promote our own interests 


| there, must lessen their satisfaction. 


The Senator from Virginia must certainly have 
strangely misconceived his (Mr. L ’s) remarks, the 
other day, in relation to our loss of the fur trade. 


| What he (Mr. L.) had stated was, that our fur 
| trade, once amounting to $500,000 per annum, had 
|| dwindled down to $2,000. Not that the fur trade 
| had been extinguished, or the fur animals exter- 


minated, so as to make this difference; Lut that, to 
the amount of half a million of dollars annually, 
our fur rade in the Northwest territory bad been 
usurped by the Hudson Bay Company. Through 


|| the supineness of our Government, the Hudson Bay 


Cempany had been allowed to supplant us in our 


| own soil. The trade is not destroyed; it has passed 
|| from our hands into those of the Hudson Bay 


Company. The company has undoubtedly, in 


| some cases, trapped out the country—that is, re- 


duced the supply of beaver. But it takes care to 
resuscitate such districts. 

He had placed this bill on three grounds 
of immediate national and domestic interest 
to this Government: First, it will give pro- 
tection to our citizens on the western fron- 
tier of the new States and Territories against 
the Indians congregated there for the relief of the 
old States; secondly, it will protect what remains 


of our fur trade, and have some tendency io 
what we have los’; and, thirdly, it will, by the 
tection and encouragement it affords 10 our gitirn 
going to the terri'ory, or there already, induce y 
Occupation which is essential to the maintengs,, 
of our title and our rights. In relation to 4, 
system of military forts, he was fortified in his i 
timate of their importance, by the reports of 4 
executive departments, and the recommendation o 
the subject to Congress, made by three or fou 
Presidents of the United States. How the Prine} 
ples of this bill can, on any rational ground. pp, 
duce war with Great Britain, he was at a loss ;, 
conceive, unless she is determined to snatch at a 
pretext as an occasion for war. She has he 
gone beyond the point at which she can recgr y 
the treaty for a pretext. She has said we may py 
so far without infraction of the treaty; and yp 
only propose to do what she has suggested. Ty, 
bill proposes nothing inconsistent with the adm 
sions of her ministers as to what we might do, an; 
had a right todo. If his friend from Virgin; 
meant to press his motion for recommittal, | 
hoped it would be with instructions. 

Mr. ARCHER said he would have no cbie. 
tion. The select committee being discharged, he 
was at some Joss to know whet committee to make 
the recommittal to. Perbaps ‘he committee of the 
whole wovld be the best. But the recommity! 
might be dispensed with, if the Jenate would agree 
to strike out the provision relating to the grant cf 
lands. He would first try that Motion, reserving 
the right, should objection be made, of putting the 
motion for recommittal afterwards. 

The question was then putfor unanimous a 
sent to strike vut; but objection was made. 

Mr. ARCHER then said that it had been Suge 
gested to him that it would be best to recommi 
the bill, generally, without instractions. He would 
therefore move to recommit it to the committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. CALHOUN intimated his desire to speak 
on the subject while it was yet before the Senate, 
He would therefore ask the indulgence of having 
the bill passed over informally till to-morrow. 

The bill was accordingly passed over inform 
ally. : 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate 
then went into executive session, and soon after a(- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 30, 1843. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN presented seven peti: 
tions of citizens of the city and county of Phils 
delphia, praying Congress to relieve Amos Ken- 
dall’ from the pecuniary and personal liabilities 
under which he now suffers, for the faithful per 
formance of his duty as late Postmaster General. 

Mr. BREWSTER presented, under the rule, 
the petition of E. W. Clarke and C4 others, inhab- 
itants of Oswego, New York, praying that the pun- 
ishment of flogging may be prohibited in the Uni- 
ted States naval service: referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


TWO HUNDRED MILLIONS OF NATION: 
AL STOCK. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com: 
mittee of Ways and Means, to which had been re- 
ferred several memorials, asking for the creation 
of two hundred millions of national stock to be 
distributed among the States and Territories, avd 
the District of Columbia, by general consent mace 
a report thereon, concluding with a resolution thet 
it was not expedient to grant the prayer of ihe 
memorialists, and that the committee be disebarged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. 1. said that there was also a report from 
the minority of the committee on the same svb- 
ject; and his motion was, that both these reports be 
printed, together with 10,000 extra copies of them. 
In order that the House might have an opportuoi') 
of understanding the subject of these reports, be 
fore taking the question on printing the ex” 
copies, he would propose that that question be 
over informally, for the present, by general cot 
sent. 3 

Mr. EVERETT observed that, as this subj’¢ 
had been heretofore referred to a select commille?, 
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—— the resolution of the gen- 
4 for that purpose on gen 
Esto 2% i Maryland, (Mr. Wm. Cost Jounson,] 


would move to refer these reports to the same 


eae OSEPH R. INGERSOLL would merely 
that though the references of this sabject to 
Y committee of Ways and Means and the select 
pmitiee were of the same character, yet they 
Y enot identical. These reports were based on 
pemorials, which were referred to the Committee 
¢ Ways and Means prior to the reference of the 
same subject to the Select Committee. 

Mr. PICKENS hoped that, before the question 
inas put on the gentleman’s motion, the minority 
sald be allowed to make their report. [tireat 
usion in the hall, and a dozen members on the 


pe] CUSHING inquired what the question was. 


yas it on printing the extra copies? 
Mr. PICKENS said, No. The proposition was 
that question over informally. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion of the gen- 
eman from Wermont was to refer the reperis to 
ihe Select Committee; but the first question would 
be on printing the ordinary number of copies. 

Mr. BRIGGS called for the previous question. 

Mr. CUSHING and several others rose to ask a 
question. [Repeated calls to order.} If his col- 
league (Mr. C. said,) persisted in holding on to the 
previous question before he knew what it was, he 
4ould insist on the reading of the reports. 

The question on seconding the previous question 
asput and carried, and the main question was 
also ordered. 

The SPEAKER was about putting the main 
question, when 

Mr. CUSHING insisted on his right to have the 
meports read. He had no idea of half a dozen 
gentlemen calling the previous question on him, be- 
ore he knew what the question was. 

Mr. TOLAND called for the orders of the day. 
speak he SPEAKER said that the reporis were re- 
“peek ceived by general consent, and must override the 
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ie orders of the day. 
, “MP Mr. READ appealed from the decision of the 
form MCuait; but, upon explanation, withdrew the ap- 







peal. 

Mr.SAUNDERS moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts insisted on the reading of the reports, 
they must be read before taking any question. 

Mr. CUSHING said that, if the House would 
peti allow him to ask a question, he would agree !o 
Phila: Ma “spense with the reading. [Cries of “Order, order.””] 
‘Ken. aes then read the report of the majority; 
¥ 


Senate 
er ad. 














a Mr. READ called for the orders of the day. 

=i. The SPEAKER said that the motion to print 
rule Man 2S PoRding, and must have the preference. 

nha. Ma Mr. EVERETT moved to lay the question of 
pun: printing on the table; which motion was put, and 


» Uni- tived. 
mittee The question on printing the ordinary number 
of copies was then put, and carried. 

Mr. EVERETT again moved to refer the re- 


PION: Ports to the Select Committee raised on the resolu- 

Con of Mr. Wa. Cost Jounson. 

ie The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
J BBV etmont that his motion had been cut off by the 

e previous question, 

A mF Mr. EVERETT said that that was on the ques- 

aie of printing only; that being decided, his mo- 

ote lon Was now renewed, and in order. 

if the Mr. TOLAND said that he bad called for the 

aged tders of the day previous to the motion of the gen- 

: man from Vermont. 

* from Mie After some conversation between the SPEAK- 

ob Rand Messrs. TOLAND and EVERETT, 

srs be Ml The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 

‘them. insylvania (Mr. ToLanp] was right, and that 

tunity Mb, nolo of the gentleman from New York must 

ts, be te over for the present. 


cas Mas majority report being too long to be copied 
evening’s paper, the reporter contents him- 


. am if for the present with giving the report of the 
: rity, as follows:] 

i The minority of the Committee of Ways and Means, assent- 
subjre! ‘o most of the reasons and to the ciactesiete pressored in 
mittee, Teport of the majority against the prayer of the memorial- 
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ists, asking the Federal Government to issue $200,000,000 of 
public stock in aid of the dehts of the States, would also urge, 
in addition, (without pretending to go into anything like a ful! 
development of their reasons,) that they deem the exercise of 
such a power on the part of the General Government unauthor- 
ized by the Consiitution. 

The minority have always been induced to believe that the 
Federal Constitution was a compact to which the States acce- 
ded, and became parties; and that the powers of the Govern- 
ment accrued from that compact, and were definedin it. Be- 
fore Congress is authorized to act upon any subject-matter, it 
must first be such a subject, over which power is specifically 

ranted in that instrument, or clearly to be inferred as abso- 
utely necessary to carry out some granted power. They can 
see no positive grant of power to Congress to authorize them to 
do what the memorialists desire. 

To assume such a debt, and to create such a stock, binding 
upon posterity, is a very high exercise of sovereign power, and 
is, in itself, independent and substantive, and cannot be inferred 
as incidental to a grant over inferior subjects. 

There is a clause in the Constitution which declares that 
“Congress shall sok me to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, and provide for the common defence and 
general welfare of the United States.” (Sec. 5.) This power 
was not givento pay the debts of the ceveral States of this 
Union, but to pay the debts of the “United States.” These 
words define the confederacy of States asa whole, and as con- 
tradistinguished from the separate and independent States. To 
assume that this power was given to authorize the Govern- 
ment to pay the debts of the separate States, contracted solely for 
their benefit and for their local purposes, is to allow the different 
States to contract debts, and, through the Federal Government, 
to bind othérs to pay them; which would make this Govern- 
ment subservient toylocal interests and to State authority, and 
absorb “the general welfare of the United States.” If this 
should be the established principle of the Government, it 
would be directly stimulating each State into a wild career of 
reckless speculation, which would inevitably end in their sep- 
arate existence, or in a consolidated despotism, where even their 
boundaries would be forgotten amid the universal despair that 
would follow the overthrow of constitutional liberty. 

The terms “general welfare,” in the Constitution, were de- 
signed as a mere declaration of extreme caution; and the true 
intent and meaning of those who used them was, that they 
should be a limitation to the apparently absolute and uncon. 
trolled power given in the same clause —‘‘to lay and collect tax- 
es,” “to pay the debts,” &c. It was intended that this power 
should not be used wantonly or unjustly; but that Congress 
should strictly consult the “general welfare ofthe United States,”’ 
and carry out the same only by confining its full exercise to ob- 
jects specially enumerated in that instrument, and which are 
thereby declared to be national. These powers were not in- 
tended to be applied to lucal interests, or to State debts; but to 
those great national objects which were specifically declared by 
grants of power to be within the jurisdiction of the General 
Government. 

It is not denied that this Government is one of limited pow- 
ers, and that the Constitution is intended to define those pow- 
ers. By merely assuming that it is national, you cannot effect 
objects not enumerated, or not essentially necessary to those that 
are. The convention has precisely defined those objects or 
powers thatare national, and Congress cannot legally undertake 
to declare what shall also be national for other purposes not 
defined in the Constitution. 


To dogo, is to do nothing more nor less than to claim that 
Congress shall set up its own discretion as to the objects of 
“general welfare,” instead of confining its action to the specific 
enumerated powers of the Constitution itself. If the “general 
welfare’’ be the enly limitation on the discretion of Congress, 
why then any enumeration of powers at all?) All power was 
at once given, and the judgment of Congress was thereby de- 
clared to be the Constitution of the confederacy. What right 
have we to set aside the judgment of the convention? They 
chose by enumerating the powers, to show what were intended 
to be national objects; and the very enumeration excludes the 
idea of legislation upon subjects not enumerated 

The minority consider the proposition to pledge the faith of 
this Government for the redemption of $200,000,000 of public 
stock to relieve the States, or pay their debts, as involving the 
whole taxing power of this Government. 

Itisa pespeamon to tax posterity, not for the existence and 
independence of the confederacy, but for purposes unknown to 
the Constitution, and at war with those principles of liberty 
which secure to a free people the practical right to tax them- 
selves alone, and to be protected from the lawless profligacy 
of those who may have assumed to bind them in all future 
time. 

In all civilized countries, the line which limits the power of 
Government as to taxation, is the line that defines enlightened 
liberty. There are some of the States that owe nothing, and 
many but little; and to compel them to become jointly liable, 
by the action of this Federal Government, for the debts of the 
Other States, would be an act of such gross injustice to them, 
that it would create feelings hostile to the permanency of the 
Union. Thestrength ot our Union consists inthe Gorermment 
acting with wise forbearance upon subjects of doubtful wn- 
port—in doing exact justice to all the parties—in imposing 
equal burdens—and mildly shedding around equal blessings 
upon all. By sucha course, it will generate feelings of de 
voted attachment in a loyal and free people, who will be ever 
ready to defend it from aggressions abroad, or from treason at 
home. Ley 

The strength of the Government does not consist in arbi- 
trary or great power, but in the attachment of an intelligent 
peopleto those great principles which make them free and 
equal. If the Government assumes a doubtful power, the ex- 
ercise of which creates palpable injustice to whole communi- 
ties, its operation will alienate the feelings of those who suffer, 
and loosen the bonds that keep the confederacy together. 

The creation of such a Government debt would only end in 
taxing the productive industry of the country for the benefit of 
stockholders and speculators. Those who dealin Government 
funds, and live by the fluctuations of paper, might amass for- 
tunes; but the great laboring class would be beyond the reach 
of its benefits, whilst they would be made finally to feel its bur. 
dens, in the future taxation of the Government to meet the vast 
obligations thus incurred. It is wild and vistonary to suppose 
that the creation of euch stock would add anything to the na- 
tional wealth. It would only tend to make the industrious and 
solvent liable for the debts of the abandoned and profligate. 
The first immediate effect would be toswell expansion, and 
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stimulate a bloated paper currency, which would be felt in 
foreign exchanges setting against us, and a consequent demand 
for gold and silver to adjust balances. It would place our Jocal 
currency above the level ofthe currency of the world, and create 
a drain for our specie to equalize it. This, of course, would 
inevitably erd in explosion, like the Mississippi bubble or the 
French assignats. Without intending to go into a fall argu- 
ment, but merely to suggest the general grounds of opposition, 
the minority look upon the whole scheme as unconstitutional, 
wild, and visionary, and full of fraad and the grossest injus- 
tice. 

The undersigned, therefore, propose that the resolution of 
the committee be amended, by adding thereto the following 
words: 

Resolved, further, That, to adopt the recommendations of 
the said memorials, would be unconstitutional, and dangerous 
to the harmony of the Union. 

F. W. PICKENS, 
JOHN W. JONES, 
C. G. ATHERTON, 

Mr. WISE moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole onthe state of the 
Union. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped that resolutions would be 
received. 

The SPEAKER said that a majority of the 
House could determine whether it would go into 
Committee of the Whole, or receive resolutions, 

Mr. WISE called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion, which were ordered; and, the question 
was taken, resulting in yeas 107, nays 83, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messtrs. Allen, Arrington, Atherton, Barnard, Barton, 
Beeson, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Briggs, Brockway, Aaron V. 
Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell), William Butler, Green 
W. Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, 
Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, Cowen, Cushing, Daniel, Dawson, 
Dean, Deberry, Doan, Eastman, John C, Edwards, Ferris, 
John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Gamble, Gates, 
Gerry, Giddings, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Granger, Gustine, 
Harris, Hastings, es Houston, Hubard, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, William W. Irwin, Jack, William Cost Johnsun, Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, King, Little- 
field, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Mattocks, Max 
well, Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, 
Partridge, Payne, Pearce, Pickens, Pope, Reding, Rencher, 
Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Sewell, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Sweney, Taliaferro, Jacob Thompson, Til- 
linghast, Trotti, Turney, Van Buren, Watterson, Weller, Weat- 
brook, Christopher Hl. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Win- 
throp, Wise, and Wood—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J, 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Birdseye, Blair, 
Boardman, Borden, Botts, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Calhoun, John Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Childs, 
Chittenden, Staley N. Clarke, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Rich. 
ard D. Davis, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. 
Lawrence Foster, Thos. F. Foster, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, 
Green, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Uudson, Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, 
McKennan, Mathiot, Maynard, Meriwether, Morgan, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pendleton, Powell, Ramsey, Rayner, Read, Ridgway, 
Rodney, William Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, 
Slade, Truman Smith, Snyder, Stanly, Stratton, Alex. H. BH. 
Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, John B. Thompson, Rich- 
ard W. Thompson, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, 
Wallace, Edward D White, Joseph L. White, Yorke, Augustus 
Young, and John Young—83. 

So the House resolved iiself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Unioa—Mr. Horxins 


of Virginia in the chair. 
EXCHEQUER. 


Mr. WISE moved that the committee lay aside 
the army bill, which was first in order in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and take up the bill No. 206, 
amendatory of the several acts esiablishing the 
Treasury Department. 


Mr. FILLMORE had certainly no objections to 
the consideration of that bill, but he thought the 
army bil! should be first disposed of. 


Mr. WiSE begged leave to remind the gentle- 
man that the army bill was postponed for a week, 
to make way for a negative resolution. 


Mr. ARNOLD moved that the committee take 
up his billto reduce the pay of members of Con- 
gress and of the officers of the Government. He 
thought his bill much more important than either 
of the others. 


Mr FILLMORE called fer tellers, which were 
ordered, (Messrs. Moone and Stratron;) who, on 
counting, reported ayes 71, noes 82. 

So the commitiee refused to take up the ex- 
che quer bill. 

ARMY BILL. 


The commitiee resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the army; the 
question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Reynotps, to strikeout the appropriation of 
$20,000 for surveys west of the Mississippi, and in- 
sert $20,000 for a survey of a military road from 

























































224 





a 


the Council Bluffs to the mouth of the Columbia 
river. 

Mr. REYNOLDS (imperfectiy heard) com- 
menced by calling the attention of the committee 
to certain documents, particularly the report of 
Colonel Totien, to show the necessity of a survey 
of this road before the Government can get the 
occupation and settlement of the Oregon Territory. 
There was aconsideraLle opposition to the grant- 
ing of Jand in that territory to the citizens of the 
United States, because there was a convention 
with Great Britain; but the same objections did not 
apply to the measure he proposed. 

e thought it was high time that the Govern- 
ment should take possession of this territory, if 
they ever intended todo it. If they did not now, 
it would be extremely difficult to do it some years 
hence. The British Government, by their North- 
west Company, had taken possession of the coun- 
try, and formed trading and agricultural seitle- 
ments. Mr. R. here went into an argument to 
show the right of the United States to the couniry; 
and deprecated the idea of our refraining from an 
assertion of our rights, because it might give um- 
brage to the British Government. He admitted 
that there was no inducement now to our citizens 
to make seitiements in the country, unless the 
Government would encourage and protect them. 


Mr. FILLMORE said it was very evident that 
if the debate should go on in this way, there would 
be no end to it. He understood from the Clerk 
that there was a special order, which would take 
up two or three days; and he would, therefore, 
suggest that the commitiee rise, in order that a 
resolution to take this bill out of commi'tee might 
be offered. Mr. F. accordingly moved that the 
committee rise. 

On taking the question, the result was—ayes 74, 
aces 15; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CUSHING called for tellers, and Messrs. 
Dean and Marnior were appointed; and they re- 
ported 83 in the affirmative, and 39 in the nega- 
tive. The committee therefore rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. FILLMORE then reported a resolution 
fixing 3 o’clock for the termination of debate on 
the army bill in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS requested the gentleman from N>-w 
York to yield the flocr to him, that he might sub- 
mit two resolutions which he had prepared to pre- 
sent to the House to-day, which, by the rule, was 
resolution day. That order of business, however, 
having been passed over, be asked the gentieman 
to give him the opportunity to present them. 

Mr. FILLMORE then yielded, with the expres- 
sion of his desire that the resolutions would not 
lead to debate. 

Mr. ADAMS then presented a resolution calling 
upon the President of the United States to inform 
the House by what authority Captain Thomas 
Ap Catesby Jones had taken possession of Monte- 
rey in California, &c. 

The resolution was objected to, and therefore it 
was not received. 

Mr. ADAMS then submitted another resolution, 
which called upon the President of the United 
States for acopy of the instructions given by the 
President to Captain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, 
at the time of his appointment to his present com- 
mand, and of all communications which may have 
been received from the said Captain T. Ap Catesby 
Jones, in relation to the capture of Monterey; and 
also calling upon the President to inform this 
House if there had been any despatch transmitied 
recalling Captain Jones from his command 

This resolution was also objected to, and there- 
fore was not received. 

Mr. FILLMORE renewed his motion to fix 
he time for the termination of debate on the army 
bill, in Committee of the Whole; and, on the sug- 
gestion of Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, fixed half-past 3 
o'clock. On this he moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question was 
ordered to be put. The resolation was then 
adopted. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, which was agreed to; and Mr. 
Hopkins resumed the chair. 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


The pending question, when the committee rose, 
was the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
{[Mr. Reynoups,}] and its consideration was now 
resumed. 

Mr. CUSHING said that the mode proposed to 
be adopted by the gentleman from Illinois was not 
the proper ene in which to deal with that great 
qnestion. It was well understoed that there was 
a bill on the subject of the Oregon Territory now 
before the Senate; and the specific question involv- 
ed in the amendment of the gentleman from ll- 
linois would come before the House when the 
time arrived for it to pass on the bill which the 
Senate might send to them. It was, therefore, now 
premature to enter upon it, and he protested 
against i's being now made a test question. He 
would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he was prejudicing the question which he wished to 
promote, by the course he was adopting; and he 
would suggest to him the propriety of withdrawing 
bis amendment. 

Mr. PENDLETON also opposed the amend- 
ment, mainly on the ground that he could not ap- 
prove of that specific disposition of the appropria- 
tion, preferring to leave it in the discretion of the 
proper department, as the bill now proposed. 

Mr. CROSS also briefly suggested that the gen- 
tleman’s object would be gained by the survey 
which was necessary to mark the boundary line 
between the United States and Texas, which must 
be done pursuant to treaty stipulation; and, there- 
fore, he suggested a modification of his amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was then negatived without a 
division. 

Mr. FILLMORE, in pursuance of instructions 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, offered 
an amendment, as was understood, to make a fur- 
ther appropriation for extending and rendering 
more complete the meteorological survey. 

After a few words from Mr. CAVE JOHNEON, 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, and Mr. FILLMORE, 
the amendment was agreed to. 

When the committee arrived at the clause ap- 
propriating money for the support of West Point 
Academy— 

Mr. ROOSEVELT submitted an amend- 
ment to cut off the pay of the cadets. The 
country (he said) furnished the cadets with 
a good education, and paid them for accepting it; 
and yet, in times when the country required their 
services, they sent in their resignations. He di- 
rected the attention of the committee to the resigna- 
tions, when the service of these officers, who were 
prepared by the country, was required for the 
Florida war; and said he had nodoubtan abundance 
would be found to avail themselves of the educa- 
tion which West Point afforded, without paying 
them for learning. He urged his amendment, too, 
on the ground that the state of the revenue of the 
country, as shown by a document lately placed on 
their desks, was such as to call for all practicable 
retrenchments. From the document to which he 
alluded, be derived the information that but 
$10,000,000 could be expected from imports for 
the current year; and if tothis were added the 


-amount that could be expected from the public 


lands, they would have but $11,000,000 to meet 
the expenditures of the Government—of $20,000,- 
(00, at the lowest estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; though how they were to be reduced to 
that amount, he (Mr. RoosrvetT) could not imagine. 
He suspected they would amount to $27,000,000, 
which must be met with $11,000,000, for they 
could calenlate upon no more. Under such cir- 
cumstances, it was time to look areund them, and 
see what reduction could be made in their expendi- 
tures, that they might protect the credit of the coun- 
try. True, the money paid to the cadets was small 
in amoun!; but the expenditures of this Govern- 
ment were made up of an aggregate of small items; 
and by this retrenchment, perbaps $20,000 or $30,- 
000 might be saved; of the precise amount, how- 
ever, he had not informed himself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD inquired if there were not 
more cadets who had graduated, than could find 
employment in the service of the country. He 
also wished to know whether they were not kept as 
supernumeraries; and how many they were in nam- 









ber, and also how much the Governmen, paid 


to them. — 
Mr. ROOSEVELT understood there were yy, 
graduating than the service of the Country reog) — 
ed; but be could not answer all the inquiries of 271 
gentleman from Kentucky. —— 
Mr. PROFFIT opposed the amendmen: eo 
lending that it would cut off the sons of poor 7 te 
ple from West Point, (many of whom, even = pony 
could not raise the necessary outfit for their hv yet 
without the aid of friends,) and leave jt, d abo t 
open only to the rich. = enh 
Mr. GRANGER said the reason why W me 
Point had fallen into disfavor, was because ri, , 1 
men availed themselves of it to educate their — 
and then withdraw them from the Public. servis alinde 
He was of opinion that, unless great care be taker becau: 
that instiiution would be destroyed But “, the tin 
ing the resignations of some years past, to Which HE pimse! 
allusion bad been made, he said that was a tins nis § 
when the States were entering on public wo ae 
and the persons alluded to resigned, not from eoy, to the 
ardice, but to enter the public service in oie exclus 
branches. should 
He next commented on the proposal of the gen Me from 1 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Roosevetr,] to wi. of the 
hold the pay of the cadets. If he remembers MMM wealtt 
right, their pay was $16 a month, with Tations, ort, 8 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Prorrir] had, vs 
well described their condition. He (Mr. G.) hai MM for ke 
in the course of his congressional life, appoint while 


two cadets, and in neither instance had he Sought H 
political influence, or endeavored to confer person. the E 
al obligation. In one instance, the parents of the Ml 4» 7 
youth had to make heavy sacrifices to provide a The ( 
outfit for him, when he started to West Point; jp : 

the other, the young man was the son of a widoy, oF: 





























































and his friends bad to make advances in order on , 
enable him to enter. In both cases, he sought out ’ 
those most worthy of the place, and who would ph 
least likely to leave the army when their services ? 
were wanted. Of all the propositions submitted Con 
in relation to the institution, that of his colleague a 
was the worst, and struck the heaviest blew at the cael 
oor. 
F It was the nature of an institution like the Wes body 
Point Academy to run to ruin, unless carefally quali 
watched. Every new officer stationed there had some HB other 
new scheme to propose, and each board of visites place 
brought forward something more grand than ther HR wore 
predecessors. It was these things which were muh B® yoy) 
calculated to influence the public mind against the HR ang, 
institution. men 
Mr. MALLORY obtained the floor; bat thee 
Mr. ROOSEVELT rose to make an explanation BR woy) 
While up, (Mr. Mattory not yielding, because of shor 
the shortness of the time left,] he was understood there 
to say thathe had not offered his amendmentas engil 
the peculiar friend of the peor; but as one alike milit 
representing the interests of both rich and poor. men 
Mr. MALLORY said he desired to makea sil H® suits 
gieremark. He believed West Point to be a gol At p 
institution, and would do nothing to injare it who 
Yet, he was of the opinion that it was upon {00 A 
large a scale. It should be reduced to correspoul HR p 
with the strength of the army. Unless its frien HR cory 
stepped forward and curtailed its expenses, it would war, 
be broken down by its own weight. The board of HMR aba, 
visiters, he thought, was a humbug, and ought of tk 
be abolished. Indeed, they were men of not sul stitu 
ficient science to enable them to examine the ca ever 
dets and the institution. As other gentlemen welt Wh 
desirous of speaking during the remaining fifieen floo 
minutes, he would conclude by offering a provis. coas 
The proviso was read. [See a subsequent part ther 
of this day’s proceedings ] Uni 
The CHAIR decided it to be out of order at hist sur, 
time. Vale 
Mr. CHARLES BROWN said he was opps! edu, 
to the motion of the gentleman from New Yo! E 
[Mr. Roosrvett.} It would banish from the "HM sig) 
stitution all poor boys, and leave it open Only "HE bee, 
the wealthy—of whom there had been already HE ten, 
large a proportion there. Not that he wished req 
the sons of the poor to be educated there; bat ® ther 
they ought to have at least an equal chance—#ae Scie 
they would not have, if the amendment (aX era] 
from them all their pay was adopted. He FOURS the 
not say the pay of the cadets might not, and oug at | 
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